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TO THE BAPTIST DENOMINATION IN 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Deak Bretaren: ; 
I feel constrained to address you this letter, both in 
justice to myself and deep solicitude for your spiritual wel- 
fare—Having for vears “been associated with you in the 
serwice of our blessed Lord and Master Jesus Christ, and 
having been honorgd with a considerable share of your 
confidence, I feel that I am entitled to claim of you a hear- 
meg, now that a change in my opinions on a highly import- 
ant and exciting topic may subject me to your censure and 
the loss of your christian regard. I feel my obligations 
to you for the past. Among you I first learned the gos- 
pel of Jesus Christ. Your ministers taught me the way 
of salvation, and when I. entered myself into the minis- 
try you gave me your confidence and your prayers. When 
I became the editor of a religious paper you gave me your 
patronage, and for you and with you I labored in the 
cause of Jesus Christ, through evil and through good 
report. But at lesgth my views on the subject of Slave- 
ry begau to undergo a change, and the staté of feeling at 
the South not permitting me to make a dispassionate in- 
vestigation, I felt it my duty to seek a residence where I 
could without fear give the requisite attention, fer deter- 
mining fully my duty to God and to my fellow-men. The 
result was gn entire recantation of all that I had formerly 
written in favor of holding property in man, and by this 
have I torn myself away from the association of those I 
was always accustomed to love and to honor, and already 
hase I learned that some .of you are’ no longer willing to 
acknowledge me a brother and a Christian. But Oh! ye 
“ who bear the name of Christ, hear me fully before you 
zondemn.—Lét~us first examine together the Word of 
God, and then you will know what has moved me to sac- 
rifice property and friendship, and home and reputation. 
With christian patience and christian love, give me your 
attention to the close of this letter, whilst I endeavor to 
show you that the Holy God disapproves American 
Slavery. Let us ask then, 


Dors trax Biers sustisy Staverx? 

It is fair in all controversies that no advantage be taken 
of ambiguity in the meaning of words. It sometimes 
happens in controversy that a disputant appears to prove 
his position when he really has never met the true ques- 
tion at issue. This is the secret of the triumph of those 
who have argued in defence of slavery. (They have suc- 
ceeded in convincing themsclves that slavery is justified 
by the Scriptures. They have however deceived them- 
selves without convincing their opponents. They have 
been deluded by the use of an ambiguous word. The 
term slavery and other words of similar import are so 
general in their signification, that they include:an infinite 
-variety.of forms of service. We have hired servants as 
. well as bondmen, and there are bondmen whose' bondage 
is limited both as to kind of service and as to time. Some 
may be bound for a particular service, while others may 
‘he subject to the orders of the master; some again are 
bound for 2 limited period, while others are held in per- 
petual servitude; but all these go under the general term 
of servants. If therefore I undertake to prove from the 
Scriptures that slavery issanctioned by them, I can-do it; 
bu t Ican.dlso prove from the same Bible that slavery is a 
\&ystem. The reason of the apparent contradiction 
; one form of servitude may be perfectly innocent, 
‘ther form may be criminal. The unfairness, 
..n argument consists in proving that servi- 
tioned, and then claiming a tri- 
In a syl- 


sinfu- 
is, tha 
while anc: 
therefore, in > 
tude in some for"™ 35 sanc 
umph for the specie form which is in dispute. 
logistic form the argu.“2ent amounts to this: 
The Bible sanctions tixe Voluntary binding of one man 


to another. 

He who binds himself to another is his slave. There- 
fore the Bible sanctions perpetual involuntary slavery. 

Now is such aconclusion as this logical? Is it fair? 
Certainly it is not. Let it be re. ~nembered that the subject 
in dispute is involuntary perpetual slavery, and therefore 
the major and minor propositions mus: t have a positive 
reference to this question, or the conclusion wiit he illo- 
gical. Now the question agitated in this country evi- 
dently respects just such slavery as exists in this country. 
It has practically no relation to any thing else. We need 
not define the term slavery; every body knows what sla- 
very is in this country, and it is an evasion of the true 
question when the point is argued in such general terms 
to apply to other forms of servitude. I wish therefore 
‘ing on this subject to fix my attention upon the 
plvin and ‘listinet question, Is involuntary and perpetual 
Aavery, 28 it exists in the Southern states of this Union» 
sanctioned ‘by the Word. of God? _ And I wish the reader 
inc] cbroughout the discussion, that this and 


~@5 
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to bear it in wm 
this slove is the gn2s‘ton. 

I presume that a enndid reader will allow that I enter 
spon this inquiry with . little of selfishness as it is like- 
iy any man would have xn entering upon arly’ subject 
whatever I am a native Carolinian—my parents and 
grand parehts were slave-tiok.Jters; all my kindred,: and 
they are runierotis, five upon the’ produce of slave-labor, ' 
apil'all my eatly associates are thc oughly. interested. in 
@hey snpport of slavery i haye been until recently, as 


| to give an. interpretation to the Bible that will make it 


men auiasla of pacing bat OF view ‘their own interest, it |! 


isthe society of Soutliern slaveholders; for I am, sure’ Met, not this thing shake our faith i in the, 
there are no people more ready to sacrifice every ‘temporal 
| adv antage, to the demands of honor, conscience and fh Spe, 


than our Southern, brethreh. 

To begin this investigation let us assume $05: a moment 
that we never saw or heard of the Bible.’ What in, that 
case would be, think ‘you, the moral argument in favor of 
American slavery? Could we with the Declaration of 
Independence in our hands and its principles fixed upon 
our hearts, advocate slavery?’ How could we do it with- 
out abandoning those principles? _ Is it not perfectly cles: 
that if itbe tr. shat all men are create’ equal, and if it 
‘oc true that Liberty is an inalienable right which that De- 
claration asserts, it is equally true that Slavery is wrong? 
Does it not follow, therefore, that the argument which 
proves slavery to be right, overthrows our Declaration of 
Independence? To my mind this is perfectly obvious, 
and I cannot with a clear conscience defend them both. 
But if the Declaration of Independence be wrong, how 
shall we prove it to be wrong? What is the argument 
which the light of Nature makes in favor of slavery? By 
what process of reasoning shall we prove that one man 
has a right to force another to work for him? I appeal 
now to your reagon, to your intelligence. Call up all the 
powers of your mind and tell me if you can, what argu- 
ment you would use, if you knew nothing of the Bible, to 
prove that perpetual involuntary servitude from generation 
to generation, is morally right. By what natural right can 
I take a child as soon as it is born from its own mother, 
and bring it up to be my slave? Even suppose that in 
consequence of some crime the mother had been con- 
demned to slavery as a punishment, (which I presume is 
as justifiable a mode of making a slave as any that can 
be thought of,) where even then is the natural justice of 
making her innocent child aslavet The civil law may 
allow it. But civil law is not always just, It cannot 
make that just which is naturally unjust. Now I do not 
ask honest men to tax their ingenuity for an argument, 
but I ask you to apply all your powers to a conscientious 
and honest course of reasoning, and see if you can. possi- 
bly satisfy your own mind that any natural right exists 
in one man to require the service of another against his 
will who has never done him an injury, or is not in any 
way indebted to him? If indeed I find a child liable to 
perish unless I give him my protection and support, hu- 
manity requires that I should take care of that child, and 
in that case it will be but just that the child when old 
enough should serve me to the full amount of the service 
and support I have rendered him. But when he has ac- 
complished this, justice ceases any further demand, what- 
ever gratitude or love might prompt him to continizé do 
or suffer for his benefactor. It is this sort of right which 
a parent has to the services of his child. But who ean 
conceive of any justification of him who, without regard 
to the humanity of the act, or any natural relationship, 
forces a child from the authority and natural claim of its 
mother into his own service? Now, if a human being 
wereno more than a horse, then we would be justified in 
catching men or women as we would wild horses; and 
subjecting them to our service, and their children would be 
ours upon the same principle that the produce of our 
horses is ours, But you perceive very readily that the 
right to the colt arises from the right to catch a wild horse 
and thus make him my own. But is there no difference 
between aman and ahorse? It insults humanity even to 
ask the question, for however miserable the degradation of 
the savage, we still feel he has claims to our respect above’ 
those of brutes. Nature teaches us that man is a respon- 
sible being, accountable to God for his actions. It is his 
duty to use his physical, his intellectual and his moral 
powers to glorify his Maker. We cannot predicate such 
things of ahorse. But these powers to be thus used, re- 
quire that every man be so far independant, that he can act 
under the guidance of his conscience, enlightened by his 
reason. A horse having no accountability, needs no such 
independence. It is therefore not analogous to compare 
ownership in a horse with ownership in a man. 


Further, if one man have a right to make another his 
slave, I would ask which man has the right to be the mas- 


ter, and which ought to be the slave? Does nature give 


the right to one man and not to another? It is porfootly 


A 
lang both, svres to the Bible with equal confidence. 


pon PY} 


me but | 


put us upon our guard that ‘we be not ‘confirmed in error the ” Does .all this justify such cruel warfare? 
by the plausibility of an argument drawn from the saered’ 
| Sctiptures. ‘I ence read the Bible With" all my ‘prejudices’ same pri 

80 fayorable to slavery, that I readily interpreted it on that nla yaar 
side. of the question; but when I now read this good Book, | and this it was prophecied would ' be accomplished by’ the’ h 
I wonder at my former expositions, .. 1. now. feel satisfied | Jews piercing the» Messiah, «Accordingly, to 
that the Scriptures condemp. Paverys. and yet I believe I bléssing, Jesus of Nazareth being: delivered: bythe deter: 
was sincere in my “former opinions, and Tam no ‘less sin- minate counsel and foreknowledge of God, the, Jews by 
cere in my present ‘views, This has led me to examine wicked hands did crucify ,and,slay.... Did the prophecy jin, 
\ the Bible upon séme other subjects, and T find I can argue this case justify the deed? Neither does the Prophecy, 
from it in favor of polygamy with just as much specious- respecting Noah’s sons, justify slavery. And as the text 


ness as in favor of slavery. Yet who is’willing to believe 
that: the. Bible sanctions polygamy! ©. Yea, if I were 
wicked enough, I might quote the Bible in favor.of lying, 
and it would require some critical scholar to aid a com. 
mon reader against the force of my quotation. It is im- 
portant, therefore, that we be very guarded against false, 
yet specious interpretations of the Word of God. The 
truth is, we might say that it depends upon the degree of 
our spiritual feelings on a subject, whether'we give a cor- 
rectinterpretation or not. I will illustrate this by an in- 
stance.—One man reads this text, “Whoso provideth not 
for his own and especially those of hic own. house, hath 
denied the faith and is worse than an infidel,” and he 
supposes it authorizes him to make property for his fami- 
ly. Another reads the same, and his spiritual mind leads 
him to receive it as a direction to contribute of what he 
has-to the support'of his poor relations, which the other 
never dreamed of. The wrong interpretation therefore is, 
not. because the Bible is ambiguous, but because there is 
something deficient in the character of the reader. A 
very spiritually minded reader will give that interpretation 
which will be most at war with his carnal affections and 
wishes. I hope this suggestion will be borne in mind 
throughout the whole of our present investigation; and 
God grant us, both writer and reader, spiritual illumina- 
tion. 

To recapitulate I beg the reader to bear in mind: 

Ist. That slave and servant are generic terms, and may 
mean a limited or an unlimited service, a voluntary or in- 
voluntary condition. 

2nd. That our discussion relates exclusively to that sort 
of servitude which is for no crime, and is entirely inde- 
pendent of contract with the servant himself. 

83rd. That apart from the Bible, it would be difficult to 
satisfy a disinterested mind that slavery is consistent with 
justice and benevolence. 

4th. That consequently, if the Bible will bear an inter- 
pretation unfavorable to slavery, it is safer to adopt that 
interpretation, because more in accordance with our sense 
of —_— and benevolence. 

Buty have one more thought to suggest, and then I 
proceed to the examination of the Scriptures. Without 
veader to answer for himself this 


discussing it, I wish the . 
question. If slavery be a rightev.’S svstem, how did it 


ever occur to moralists that it is a sinful one? Wii : have 


Adam Clarke, John Wesley, Robert Hall, A. Fuller, Fran. 
cis Wayland, and a host like them, so regarded it? __ 

My plan will be to follow the order of the Scriptures, 
and take up consecutively those passages in the Bible that 
can throw any light upon this subject. 

Orternat Creation or Man. 

Gen. i. 26, 27, 28, “And God said, let us make man in 
our image, after our likeness: and let them have domin- 
ion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, 
and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every 
creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth, So God 
created man in his own image: in the image of God cre- 
ated he him; male and female created he them. And 
God blessed them, and God said unto them, Be fruitful 
and multiply and replenish the earth and subdue it; ang 
have dominion over the fish of the’ sea and over the fowl 
of the air, and over every living thing that moveth upon 
the earth.” 

In this passage we have two things to notice; first, ‘That 
man is created in the image of no less a being than God; 
and second, That God has endowed him with authority 
over all other beings on earth. 

Tt i» not only here that man is represented as the image 





obvious that if it be a natural right, it is a right common 
to all—that is, if it be right for A to force B to be his slave, 
it isequally right for B to force A to be his; and it must 
resolve itself into this, that he who has the most power is 
to be the master—in which case right will only be enjoyed 
during the continuance of power, and‘A may be B’s mas- 
ter to-day and his slave to-morrow, just as the one or the 
other may enforce his claim, But if both have the same 
right it follows that when A is master, then B’s right is dis- 
regarded, and A is unjust in keeping B ought of his right. 
It would be absurd to say, that a horse has any right to 
make a man his servant. Why? Because nature gives 
man the dominion, There is no equality of right in this 
case. But between man and man nature has drawn no 
such distinction. We cannot speak of justice between a 
horse and 2 man; but what nature gives to one man, ano- 
ther cannot forcibly appropriate to himself without an act 
! of injustice. So far, therefore, from reason teaching the 
right 6, ™man tohold his fellow-man as property, the pro- 
position itself is an absurdity, for if it be the natural right of 
one man, it must Dé the natural right of every man, and 
as every man cannot bé @ master, it follows that nature 





of God, but the Apostle Paul carries the idea stillfarther; 
for he says of man, “he is the image and glory of God,” 
Is it not then sacrilegious to degrade this image and glory 
of God?” Ought not one who seeks the glory of God to 
seek also to restore a being who was created in his image, 
to that glorious dignity of likeness to God from which he 
may have fallen? Can we infer from this passage that 
slavery is right? Can it be right to reduce the image and 
glory of God into the condition of a thing or a chattel? 

Secondly, God has endowed man with authority over 
all other beings upon earth, ‘ He has. given to man; to all 
men, the right of dominion.—He may use as property the 
fish, the fowl, the cattle, the creeping things, and every 
thing that moveth upon the earth, and the earth itself. 
But slavery takes away from man this authority. It 
makes man himself property, and thus makes every thing 
he might possess, his master’s. In a word, it-nullifies the 
commission of God himself to his creature man, to have 
dominion over the things of earth. God gives him a 
right to own property, but slavery destroys that right. 

Canaan’s Curse. 

Genesis ix. 25,26, 27. “And he said, Cursed be Ca- 

naan; a servant of servants shall he be unto his brethren. 





confers a right upon one portioi? of the human family, to 
nullify the natural rights of another portion. Apart then 
from the Bible we have no argument that justifies perpe- 
tual involuntary servitude. Nay, the common sense view 
of the subject is altogether against it. ‘The consciences 
of the American people, as expressed in their Declaration’ 
of Independence, is against it, The natural love of lib- 
erty inherent in man is against it. The very instincts of 
our nature is, that man is born for freedom. 

Such being the case, such the natural or common sense 
conclusions of the huthan mind, it ought to take a great 
deal of just crititism to satisfy us that'the Bible sanctions 
slavery. In cther words, we ought :to-enter upon. the 
Scriptural examination of ,this, subject with our common 
sense impressions fairly before us, lest we allow ourselves 





some of you know, a slaveholder myself, and an advocate 
of slavery, and have still a prospective interest in slaves, 
Surely then what I may’ say m opposition to slavery must 
be disinterested. I trust teo that my brethren will pray- 
erfully determine to imvestigate this subject without re-. 
gard to any interest they have im slaves, directly or. indi- 
xectly. My candid gepder,will admit, however, that th there, 
mustbe a egnsiderable, struggle | to answer dispassionately 
and coolly a question i in which his own or his friends” in- 
terests are at stake. "It behoves us théfeforé’to ‘call to 
our aidin such an investigation, that’ Beirig who'is ‘to be 
our judge about thi and alt |othér ‘matters ‘im the great 
Aay of accounts, | [make fhis suggestion, because. I be- 
lieve that we are all liable to the influence.of passion; and 
if'we commence this subject in @ wrong spirit, we had 
beiter lay it aside until we are better prepared i in the tem= 
Pet of sur minds for the free investigation of truth. I 
am at thesame time satisfied, that if there’be anly claiss of 


u 





speak sentiments so at variance with these nattiral i ‘im- 
pressions, as to give occasion to infideld'to s¢off at the 
Bible, and to others an frre¥erante for its ‘authority. Yet 
if the Bible does sanction slavery, it will then: becomeaus 
to réview our corimon” séns¢‘impressions, and yield them 
to the higher authority of the Word of God,—But if, the 
Bible may bear an. interpretation. unfavorable. to slavery, 
it svill become , us to. adopt such, ipterpretation 1 rather than 
any other, because we shall then have the Bible in harmo- 
ny with our reason. Those who are familiar with the 
‘Bible must ‘know that various interpretations may be fr¢- 
quently given to the same text. And such i¢:the remark- 
able character of this sacred volume,, that the most, oppo- 
site conclusions are arrived at by different denominations 
on the most vital points. For i instance, oné says that the 
‘Bible teaches the doctrine of univergal salvation, another 
that only a patt-of the hwman family will be saved... Onc 


And he said, Blessed’be the Lord God of Shem;' and Ca- 
naan shall be his servant, God shall enlarge Japheth, and 
he ‘shall dwell in the tents of Shem; and Canaan shall 
he his servant,” 


“A -servant.of servants,” is a phrase that ninaliee the 
most abject kind of seryitude, and I shall therefore , not 
rely here upon the indefiniteness of the term, servant. It 
is in my own opinion a prophecy that slavery would ex- 
ist. But does such a prophecy s sanction slavery, when 
there is no crime which dematids such’ @ punishment? 
Let it be observed, it is pforfounced : upon’ @anaah as'a 
curse, a punishment for the-crime of exposing his father’s 
nakedness, Is it not the dictate. of humanity, to seek 
mercy for.those who have exposed themselves to God's 

curse? If. not, why ¢ do Christians seek the e conversion 0 of 
souls! But all’ must admit ‘that it is the duty of a Chiis- 
tain to do all\in his power to procure ‘every ‘good? arid 


t | every blessitig for'dll mankind. "The Christidis onjoiit- 
ed by. the Apostle; to seek «not: his dwn, but others’ 
wealth.’’ 
one under obligation. If e.prophecy is, made, it is 3, made 
by,.the inspiration _ of God, Who, makes. use of even the 
wickedness of men to accom} lish, his designs and to pun- he wha dérve: and 
ish their fellow-sinners; and mere prophecy that any’ thing 
will be, is hot a proof that thé thing itself’ is right.” Blse 
the Egyptians were pérfecly ‘right in oppressing? the: Is- 
ractites, since such oppression was predicted, and prediet- hayg borne him sons or d 
ed too, when God was-aetually. blessing Abraham, ,, 
In Deuterony xxviii. 30, “Thoy shalt betroth ay wife Aid 4 the wervahit” Mal plaifity'éay}'T love 


and another man shall lie with her,” j is the dectaration of| day wife aint ing 
God, bill Aces this make y Y ohiild vert: F'will not 


A prophecy is not a comand, and places no 


adultery justifiable? !! © 


Again. Deut. xviii. 59;:“Thou shult eat’ die fruitof 





teaches’ the doctrine of ‘the Trinity, another. opposes: ix; 


gq ay! « 


thine own body, the fieshief thy sons and thy on 


‘ at : cH i aa 


such men as Wilberforce, Thomas Scott, William Paley, 


dren shall ‘be her’ i 


B Yor we nssaieaosal 
‘14h Abt. iP these v7 
Meowity yttelolsi 


ST SCY UM SE Ee eT tl 


y God hath given ithee,in the seige and 
Ibe atom whith hing oni sa dino gute te | a 
> do, If, she please not her, master who, hath, betrothed cher] free frome a re aieng! 
The | crucifixion of our Savior too, was justifiable gm the, 0, himself, then shall_he let, her. be redeemed; :to sell her yant to thee in serv ving thoe-six years: sind: deetiaidign 


wy Bf 


neiple. God promised Abraham’ that through , 
‘the families of the earth should ‘bé Blessed, 


to Fulhik this’ 


makes it evident that” slavery is a cursé, s0 it becomes a 
Christian to’ seek the Galivewsitice of = brother from that 
curee. e4 ioe bn 


; atiaaihiliionain 
Abraham had many servants;. but assuredly it was a 
patriarchal servitude, There is nothing in: the. history to. 
givean idea. of such, slavery as we. are, discussing.- He 
had three hundred and eighteen servants trained to, ;arms, ; 
and who fought his battles. One of his servants would 
have heired his property if he had had no child of his 
own. ‘Those born in his house, and those bought with 
his money, wWére treated as his family. When Hagar 
becameen Offence to Sarah, she did not urge Abraham to 
sell, her,,as modérn. mistresses would do, but to “cast out 
the bond woman and her son: for the son of, this bond 
woman shall not be heir with my son, even with Isaac.” 
And she was accordingly sent off, not sold. But even this 
patriarchal servitude is noticed only as matter of history— 


with the principles of justice and right. Who will now 
defend concubinage, because Abraham practiced it? Or 
who would justify lying, because Abraham denied his 
wife to Abimalech, and yet received no rebuke from the 
Lord for it? , Neither should the mere existence of patri- 
archal servitude justify it. 


. 


Josrrn’s Bonpace. 

Joseph’s case represents precisely that of Africans 
forced to America, “His brethren sold him as Africans do 
their brethren. American traders bring slaves here as the 
Midianites carried Joseph ‘into’ Egypt. His brethren 
themselves said, “We are verily guilty concerning our bro- 
ther.” But nrark how Joseph speaks of his bondage, “I 
was stolen,” says he, “away out of the land of the He- 
brews.” Here the Midianites are included as well as his 
brethren, as guilty of the theft. His brethren were liter- 
ally the first robbers—they sold him to the passing mer- 
chantmen, and these traders brought him out of the land 
of the Hebrews into Egypt, having paid their money for 
him; and yet Joseph says he was stolen out of the land. 
He makes no distinction between the purchaser and the 
thief. 


Bonpace or THE Isnaxrtirss. 
The Israelites, reduced to want by famine, were invited 
into Egypt and became subject ‘to bondage. They volun- 
en came— they sold themselves . Pharaoh for corn. 


was more rigor- 
We have no evidence that their uc ‘onuace : 8 


ous than that of American slaves; yet the Lord requared 
Pharaoh to give them up, and sent gicvous plagues upon, 
him for retaining them in his service, All this history 
catries evidence against the moral right in slavery. It is 
unnecesaary to dwell upon it. 


Tux Law or Mosss. 

Two commandments refer directly to servants, the 
fourth and the tenth. The one secures to servants rest 
from labor on the Sabbath day, and the other secures to 
the master his right to his servant so far as-covetousness 
in his neighbor may endanger that Yight. But as both 
these commandments apply with full force to servants that 
are hited, or who may be yielding voluntary: service, so in 
them there can be found no evidence favorable to such 
slavery as we are now opposing. .They do not imply any 
right toyhold mén as property. But on the contrary, the 
tenth ¢ommandment in interdicting covetousness, oppo- 
ses the Principle that is at the very foundation of slave- 
trading and slave-holding. How could slavery have had 
its commencement in America, if this commandment had 
been regarded?’ So too, slavery was established by a vio- 
lation of the eight commandment, “Thou shalt not steal.” 
And being thus vitiated in its, origin, American: slavery 
must while it remains, be the monument of, Amerca’s dis- 
grace in receiving upon her shores stolen mage and thus 
participating in the theft. 

But I shall not deny that the judicial law of Moses lias 
reference to slavery. That slavery existed, there’ can be 
no doubt; that it was too a'wicked systeni, I also*have no 
doubt. ‘That the law of Moses recognized to-some extent 
the relation of master and slave and regulated it, I am 
equally ready to admit.. But the same thing may be 
said of polygamy. The truth is, Moses, for the hardness. 
of the people’s hearts, suffered some things which in 
themselves were not, strictly speaking, morally correct. 
Besides, God made the ‘Jews in ‘some ‘cases the instru- 
ments of punishing the heathen ma:way that, under the 
Christian dispensation, we should ,regard.. in. direct vari- 
ance with the principles of the Gospel. So that we can- 
not take the national laws of the Jews as infallible guides 
in the interpretation of the moral law: The national 
laws are one thing; the mioral laws atiother. We must 
find slavery in the moral law, to be satisfied that God has 
ever approved and sanctioned it. God has his own way 
of governing the world, and there are many things in the 
Old Testament which we know not how to account for 
or to explain, any more than we can the mysteries of his 
providence that come up before us every day. But, by 
an examination of the Jewish laws, we shall nevertheless 
find nothing to exteriiate Aimerican’slavéry; although cer- 
tain conditions of slavery were” allowed.: In order that 
we may havea perfect knowledge of the Jewish laws on 
the subject of slavery, I shall present together all the Pas 
sages respecting porvants, found in the ‘legal books of 
Moses, 


Exodus Xiis, “This i is the endinenee of the Passover; 
there shall no stranger eat thereof; but every man’s ser- 
vant that is boug! t for money, when thou hast circum- 
cised him, then ‘shall’ he’ eat thereof.” A foreigner anda 
liited servant ‘shall ‘notieat’ thereof.” And when a stran: 

ger sifall sojourn with theé,-and'will keeff the. passover to 
the Lord;-let. all? his, males,’be cixcumcised, and. then let 
him come near and keep jt;.and he shall be a8 one born 
in the land: for no uneircumcised, person shall eat thereof. 
One. law shall be to him that was home born and unto 
the stranger that sgjourneth aniong you.” 

Exodus xxi., af thou buy « a Hebrew servint six years 
‘ih thé seventh? he sliall ‘go out’freé for 
nothing; Vif he: came. in by! himself he shall ‘go out) by | furnish, 
with: him, . If his master | given h him a wife, 
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masters, and he shall’ go out by’ nifitseift and the 
Sony nitastér} | mand: aealiedianes rem 
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'O! | master thadk; bring, him unto the judges: : he shall ;éls6 
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nto a strange nation he.shall have no power, | seeing he , 
ath dealt déceitfully with her. And if he hath betrothed, 
er unto his son, he’ shall ‘deal with her after the manner 
of datighters. ? Ifwhe take: hiti°andther wife; her food, 
het! raiment,‘aind her ditty of marriage‘shall he not dimin- 
ish,< And.if he do-not-thes¢, oe unto ‘her, then: shall 
she,go. out, free, without money.” “And he that stealeth 
a man and selleth, him, or if he be found jin, his hand,. he. 
shall surely be put to, ‘death. ‘al And if a man smite his 
servant, ‘or his maid, with a rod, and he die under his 
hand; he shall ‘be sirely punished. Notwithstanding if 
he continue a day of two, he shall not be punished: for 
he‘is his money.” “And ifia*man smité the eye of his 
servant, or the eye of his maid that it perish; he shall let 
him. go.free, for his.eye’s sake.; And if he smite out his 
man servant’ s tooth, or his maid seryant’s tooth; he shall 
let him go free for his tooth’s sake.” “If the ox shall 
push a man servant or maid servant; he (the owner “of the 
ox) shall give unto their meatier thirty shekels of silver, 
and the ox shall be-stoned.” 

Exodus xxii., “If a man steal an ox or a sheep, and 
kill it or sell it: he ‘shall ‘restore five oxen for an ox, and 
four sheep foria'sheep. * * For he shall make full 
restitution; if he have. nothing then, he shall be: sold for 
his theft.” ° “Thou shalt. neither vex a stranger nor op- 
press him: for ye were strangers in the land of Egypt.” 
Exodus xxiii., “Thou shalt not oppress a stranger: for 
ye know the heart of a stranger, seeing ye were strangers 


u 


h 


sir the land of Egypt.” 

Leviticus xix., “Whosdever lieth carnally with a wo- 
man that is a bondmaid betrothed’ to a husband, and not 
at all redeemed, nor freedom given ‘her; she shall :be 
scourged: they shall not be put to death, because she was 
‘not free. _ And he shalk bring his. trespass offering unto 
the Lord, unto the. door of the tabernacle of the congre- 
gation, even a ram for a trespass offering. And the priest 
shall make an atonement for hini with the ram of the tres- 
pass offering before the Lord, for his sin which he hath 
done; and the'sin which‘he hath«done shall be forgiven 
him.” | “If @ stranger sojourn with thee in your land, ye 
shall not vex him. But the stranger. that dwelleth with 
you shall be unto you.as one, born among you, and 
thou shalt love him as thyself; for ye were strangers in 
the land of Egypt.” ; 

Leviticus xxii., “There shall no stranger ‘eat of the 
holy thing: a sojourner of the priest, or a hired servant, 
shall not eat of the holy thing. But if the priest buy 
any. soul with his money, he shall eat of it, and he that is 
born in his house; they shall eat of his meat,” 

Leviticus xxiv., “Ye shall have one manner of law as 
well for the stranger, as for one of your own country.” 
Leviticus xxv., “The Sabbath of the land shall be 
meat fot you; for thee and for thy servant and for.thy 
maid and for thy hired servant, and for thy stranger that 
sojourneth with thee, and for thy cattle and for the beast 
that arein thy land, shall all the increase thereof be meat.” 


“Ye shalt hallow the fiftieth year, and proclaim liberty 
throughout all the land unto all the inhapict*s thereof: 
it shall be a jubilee; and ye shall return every man unto 
his possession, and ye shall return every man unto his 
family.” 

“If thy brother be waxei poor, and fallen into decay 
with thee; then thou shalt relieve him: yea though he be 
a stranger; or a sojourner; that he may live with thee.” 
“And if thy brother that dwelleth by thee be waxen 
poor and be sold unto thee; thou shalt not compel him to 
serve as a bond servant; but as an hired servant andsas a 
sojourner, he shall be with thee and shall serve thee unto 
the year of jubilee:' and then shall he depart from thee, 
both he and his children with him and shall return unto 
his own family, and unto the possession of his fathers shall 
he return. For they are my servants which I brought 
forth out of the land of Egypt; they shall not be sold as 
bondmen. Thou shalt not rule over him with rigor; ‘but 


bond maids. 


land: and they shall be your posséssion: 


inherit ‘thom for a » possession; they shall-be -your-bond- 
men forever: but over your brethren the children of. Is- 
rael, ye shall not rule one over,another with rigor. _And 
if.a sojgurer or a stranger wax rich aby thee, and thy 


the strariger’s family? after that +he “is- sold: hé ‘may’ be re- 
deemed again; ‘orie’of his’ brethren may redeem him; ‘ei 
ther his unélé‘orhis wncle’s:son may redeem him or-any 
that is nigh of kin unto him of his family may redeem 
him; or if he.be able he;may.redeem himself. And he 
shall reckon with him that bought him from the, year that 
he was sold to him unto the yearof jubilée: and-the price 
of ‘his’ sale-shall’ bé according unto the’ number of years, 
according to the time of an hired servant shall it be with 
him... If there be yet many. years behind, according unto 
them he shall give: again the: ptice. of his redemption: out 
of the money that he was bought for. Andif there re- 
main but few years. unto the year of jubilee, then he shall 
count with him, and according unto. his years shall he 
give him« again the ‘price of his redemption: And as a 
yearly hired servant shall he be with him: and the other 
shall not Tule with rigor. Over him i in thy sight. “And ifhe 
be not, redeemed in these years, then he. shall. go. out in | 
the year of jubilee, both ‘he and -his children with: him: 

For unto mie'the children ‘of ‘Israel’ are “servantss: they are 
my, ‘servants. whom I brought" forth out, of the larid of 
Egypt: Iam, the Lord your God. » “J am the Lard your 
God, which: brought you forth out!of the land of Egypt, 

that'Ye shOuild not bé theit bondihen; "and T have broken 
the > bands of your yoke, and made, you go upright.” * 

» Nambers i ix., “Ifa stranger shall sojourn among: you, 

and wil | Resp t the passover' ‘atito! the Lord; aéebrding to 

the ordinance. ‘of the J passover, rand, accordin ing’ to the } man- 

ner thereof so shall he do: ye shall have one, ordinance 

both for tv stvanger: end for him Savery bern iighe 
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| abondman, but as a hired sérvant. 


shalt fear thy God. ‘Both thy bond men and thy. bond 
maids which thou shalt have, shall be of the heathen that 
ate round about you; of: them shall ye buy bond men and 
Moreover of the children of the strangers 
that do sojourn among you, of them shall ye buy, and of 
their families that are with you, which they begat in your 
And’ ye'shall 
take them as an inheritance for-your children‘after:you, to 


brofher 1 that dwelletl by him wax poor "and sell himself | . 
unto the stranger or sojoumer by” thee, orto the stock ‘of 
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God shall bless thee in all that;thowdoest.?*.::\i SomioT 
| .Denteronpmy, xxiy,“When shen goest forth to. wer i 
agaiust thine enemies and the Lord thy God-hath delivers 
ed them into thy. hands, and thou -hast taken théereaptivey: v 
and seest among ‘the captives a beautiful woman, ald hast 
a desire unto her, that thou -wouldst,have, her to: thy iwifeg..; 
then thou shalt, bring her, home: to, thy house, and; shi: 
shall, shave: her head and pare her. nails; ..and she shalkpat 
the raiment of,her captivity from, off her, and, shall re- 
main in thy ‘house and bewail. her. father and her mother. 
a full month; and after that thou shalt go in unto her,’ 
and be. her. husband and she, shall be thy wife. And it 
shall be if thou have no delight in her, then thou shalt 
let her go whither she will; but thou shalt not sell her at 
all for money; thou shalt not make merchandize.of hor, |; 
because thou hast humbled her.” 
Dentergnomy xxiii. “Thou shalt not deliver unto 0 his ; 
master the servant which is escaped from his master unto 
thee: he shalt dwell with thee, even among you in that 
place which he shall chose in one of thy gates where it 
liketh him best: thou shalt not oppress. him,” 
Deuteronomy xxiv. “If a man be found stealing. any 
of his brethren of the children of Israel, and. maketh 
merchandize of him or selleth him; then that thief shall 
dic; and thou shalt put evil away from among you.” 
‘Thou shalt not oppress a hired servant that is poor and. . 
needy, whether he be of thy brethren or of thy, strangers 
that are in thy land within thy gates: at his day. thou ™ 
shalt give him his hire, neither shall the sun £9. down. 
upon it, for he is poor and sctteth his heart upon. it: lest , 
he cry agdinst thee unto the Lord and it be sin unto 
thee,” 
T have given now vali the laws of Moses bearing any F re-, 
lation to servitude of any kind. This I have done in ‘the 
order in which they occur in the Scriptures, and I have 
quoted every thing that, the reader may have every advan- 
tage. But that we may have ‘the wholo matter oot 
discussion in the simplest form at once before the « eye, I 
shall presont these laws in a more connected view. li ; 
i Ist, There was an express prohibition against ‘stealing : 
a man, or selling aman that was stolen, or having a sto- - 
len man in possession. And Paul in the New Testament . 
says the law was made for men-stealere.~ ‘The Israelites» 
therefore could never have obtained servants or slaves by 
the means which have been eniployed by Americans in 
stocking their plantations. 
2nd. No Hebrew could be a servant more than six 
years at a time, and even then he was not td be treated as 
In case of a Wish 6” 
remain with his master, he was permitted to do so‘ wntil 
the year of of jubilee. This was the cass both with Hé- 
brew men servants and Hebrew maid serves. “Every ' 
Hebrew ‘was entitled to his freedom every seventh year, 
andon the year of jubilee every one teturned to the pos“ 
session of his original estate. ‘This law wag elso epplita- 
ble to all strangers who may have submitted 6 the cere: 
mony of circumcision and adopted the feligion ‘and Taws 
of the Jews. Thus even strangers’ could have avoided a” 
longer servivace than six years, by conforming to the Jéw: 
ish réligious institutions: If they did not @nform'te tie" 
true religion their idolatry: was of course & ¢rime and the 
highest of crimes. Hence their protracted servitude wes 
indeed a punishment for their erime—their idolatry. 
There is nothing like this in American slavery. 
3d, For the: time mecessaty to make ‘restitution for: 
theft, the. thief had to serve a master. And this:was one: 
of the modes of originating slavery. ae in y Reames 
ca did not thus originate: s 
4th, A Hebrew man may have sold himself mito: wanialye 
tude..on account of his, poverty; .and, this! was a second 
mode by, which one. man. may have, become another's ser-' 
vant. This did not make him strictly.e slave, but:he was 
held until the seventh year only-as.a hired sefvante’ Thie: 
again is inapplicable to: American: slavery. 

5th, A Hebrew father may have sold! his. daughter, but! 
it would seem from the text that, it was-for-the»purcliaseh 
to take her as his wife, or. his, son’s. wife.»» If he:did:riot, 
keep her as his_ wife she was to. go- out free;;. But Adam 
Clarke in his comment. on:.the. words, “If .« man sell his ; 
daughter,” says, “This the Jews. allowed.1io man. to dq 
but.in extreme distress, * .*..*. and. *..*,,* -only avhile she! 
was, unmarriageable... It may appear atefitst view steange> 
that such a law should .have been given, bute let-it-bhernes: 
membered, that ey servitude.could, extend, at: the utmost: 
only. to six years,.’ - This. thesefgre sis: ek Ammetionn al 
VEFY0 52 - 
aT the foregoing, pole 2 the, oa pe tag ehibeiiinate 
could become Setyants Or: could jbe haeldvas.suchin, And dot. 
it bp, distinctly, borne.in. mind: that-etmngers gould shay, 
the. same privileges by conforming .to.cizcumeision and: 
other Jewish institutions, . But.» i sidy se eyed el a 
_ Sth, The Hebrews could purchase, -rhondmen - from, 
among the heathen andthe sojourncrs in.their landrs They: 
also. obtained captives in war, .-Angdthese.it, they did pot, 
become Jewish in their ‘religion, were .continued i. seks. 
vice beyond the limit of six years, even to the year of jae 
bilee, It is indeed claimed, by.respectable commientaters 
that. they were not released onthe year of jubilee, bat,if 
this be so.it is difficult. to. understand; Levitiqusxxxa 0, 
which expressly declares, “Ye shall- hallow the “fiftieth. 
year and proclaim liberty throughout, all the, land: unte all 
the, inhabjtants,-thereof,”. Surely, servantg-or slaves;are 
inhabitants of, the .Jand.im which they, tive, Jf the term, 
forever” in the. 46th :verse is :to.-be understood :.as: with... 
holding the blessings of the jubilee, from.gugh: slaves, them, 
| those Hebrow, servants who, had. their,-ears;-hared were 
also.continued.in slavery after the year,of jubilee, for jas 
Bxodus xai., 6, the same term-is' applied to, themisa Andy 
surely they, were inhabitants of;the lane; *Y atthe same: 
commentators agtee that these were -released'in.that year. 
Mr. Weld-aftirms thatthe: literal readerimgof, the pxigi- 
nal in Léviticus xxve46, seahdo thalrenit rend, “Foneser., 
of these shall yé-scrve yourselves’. The;term.‘ifargres’’ 
may certainly refer rather tothe: sueonteandt emo © 
lation than-to the: perpetuity of inheritances im indixidval., 
slaves. As though the law was, Fiabe r STADE Saal. 
forever be from-amang the heathen.” 
hazmonizes with: the declaration. that liberty, should, be. 
proclaimed to adi the inkabitante;of they\land..) Ando. 
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Lafayette—“While I am indulging in my views of 
American prospects, and American liberty, it is mortify- 
ing to be told that in that very country a large portion of 


the people are slaves! It is a dark spot on the face of the 

mation. Such a state of things cannot always exist.” 

Montesquieu—“If we allow negroes to be men, it will 
begin to be believed that we ourselves are not christians.” 

Dr. Benjamin Rush—“Domestic slavery is repugnant 
te the principles of Christianity.” 

Thomas Jefferson, 1782—I tremble for my country 
when T recollect that God is just, and that his justice can- 
not slbep forever. ‘The Almighty hes no attribute that 
can take sides with usin suche struggle.” . 
these truths to be ‘self-evident, that all men ate created 
free and:equal; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with cértain inalienable righte; ameng theve.are life, lib. 
erty; ‘sind the pursuit of happiness.” 

Patrick Heury—*Believe me shall’ honor the Qua- 
kere for their noble efforts to abolish slavery. It is a debt 
we owe to the purity of our religion to show that it is at 
variance with that law thet warrants slavery.” 

Mr. Pinkney of. Maryland, 1789—“By the eternal 
principles of natural justice,no master in the state hes a 
sight to hold his slave in bondage for a single hour.” 

Judge Blacketone--the highest authority for Law- 
yers--“The three crigina of the right of slavery, assigned 
by Justinian, ere all built upon falee foundations. First, 
slavery is said toarise froma captivity in war, The con- 
gueror having e right to the life of his captive, if he 
spares that, hse then a right to deal with him as he pleas- 
es. But this is untrue if taken generally--that by the 
law of nations, a man has a right to kill his enemy. He 
bas only a right to kill himin perticular csses, in caves of 
absolute necessity, for self-defence. And it is plain this 
absolute necessity did not subsist, since he did not kill 
him, but made him prisoner. War is justifiable only on 
principles of self-preservation; therefore it gives us no 
right over prieonere, but to hinder their hurting us by con- 
finingthem. Much lesscen it give a rigkt to torture or 
kill, or even to enslave our enemy when the war is over. 
Since therefore the right of making our prisoners slaves, 
depends on a supposed right of slaughter, that feundation 
failing, the consequence which is drawn from it must fail 
likewise. Itis said, secondly, slavery may begin by one’s 
selling himself to another; and it is true e man may sell 
himself towork for another; but he cannoi sell himself to 
be @ slave, as above defined. Every eale implies an 
equivalent given to the seller, in view of what he trans- 
ferato the buyer. But what equivalent can be given for 
life or liberty? Hie property likewise, with the very 
price which he gcems to receive, devolves ipso facto, to 
the master, the instent he becomes his slave in this case, 
therefore, the buyer gives nothing and the seller receives 
nothing. Of what validity then can asale be, which 
destroys the very priuciple upon which all sales are foun- 
ded? Weare told, thirdly, that men may be born slaves 

by being the children of slaves. But this being built up- 
on the two former rights must fall together with them.— 
If neither captivity nor ¢eontract can, by the plain law of 
nature and reason, reduce the parent to a state of slavery, 
mauch less can they reduce the offspring.” 

I might multiply into a volume quotations from writers 
whom the civilized world has been accustomed to vene- 
rate for their talents, their wisdom or their piety, to bear 
teatimony to the sinfulness of slavery. These men were 
no fanatics. They were men of thought, and men whom 
slave holders themselves are accustomed to venerste.— 
Here are then Episcopalians, Methodists, Catholics, Bap- 
tists, Presbyterians, Lawyers, Statesmen, Military chief- 
tians, presenting in the list I have introduced to my rea- 
dera splendid galaxy of talent, all combining to pronounce 
slave holding a SIN.” 

And if it be a sin, what ought to be done? Whois 
willing, that calls himeelf a Christian, to be instrumental 
in perpetuating this sin? If slavery be a wrong 204 ~~" 


a > ews VUL- 
rage on the rights of man, who <2 Willing, that has ae 
nobility.in his son? 


: any spark of the spirit of liberty in 
his bosom, bny benevolence in his heart, any justice in 
his Pr.ncipies, to continue such a system of oppression? 
if ignorance, or thoughtlessnesg, or habit has heretofore 
prevented an examination of this subject, surely the light 
is shining too brightly around us new to have a con- 
science void of offence towards God. The very effort 
made to shut out this light v;i1] be brought in judgment 

against us. Shall cousiderations of human policy, hin- 

der us from doing justice to those we have injured? Shall 
the fear of man hinder any Christian from raising his 
voice against oppression? Shall the apprehension of pov- 
erty deter a Christian from doing justice to those whom 
he has heretofore in his ignorance kept in bondage? Ye 
followers of the blessed Jesus, rouse up for shame, cry 
aloud and spare not—show to Israel their transgressions 
and to the house of Jacob their sins. Participate no lon- 
ger in this crime of a wicked world. It is y ou, brethren 

_ in Christ, who are sustaining this mass of wic kedness and 
oppression. Let ministers do their duty in this matter, 
let Christians abandon all participation in, an d refuse all 
countenence to this unhellowed system, and .o-ur beloved 
country will soon cease to be the land of oppr sasior., and 
the penitentiary of Africa’s sons. 

Tam not ashamed or afraid to say I am an Abolition- 
ist. The time is rapidly coming, when the odium at- 
tached to this name will ceese, yes, men will glouy in the 
title. It wil] soon be found out, that the princip lus of the 
Abolitionists ere not what their enemies have re presented 
them. There may be ultraists and fanatics am ong them 
it is true, for this is the misfortune of every ce oromunity 
and of every party. But it must be known cre long, 
that there are moderate, and thoughtful, and wis men to 
mignage and conduct the moral forces that must b > brought 
against this terrible system of outrage upon the rights and 
liberty of man. 

Abolitionists are called incendiaries. Brethren, do not 
any longer be deluded by false charges against thi s charac 
ter of those whom designing men would induce you to 
hate. Read the Constitution of the Anti-Slavery ‘Society 
and see if there be any thing incendiary there. 

They are acctsed too of setting at defiance the » Consti- 
tution of the United States. Read for yourse Ives the 
authorized writings of the Abolitionists, and you will see 
thet this too is a calumny. 

The Abolitionists know the United States gow srnment 
heve no right to abolish slavery in the States. Nor do 
they seek to interfere with the political rights of any Of 
the Southern States. They hope however, as tt .ere is 

power in truth, to convince the South, by argumer it ad- 
dressed, not to slaves, but to masters, that slavery is @ 
moral evil, yeaa sin and ought to be abandoned. Thtis 
they ere bound to by every principle of philanthropy’ arid 
ot that holy religion by which the disciples of Jesustara aur 

thorized to go into all the world and preach the gospal te 

It is because I feel that slavery is a sin that I have aban- 
dened ft, and itis becnuse I wish my brethren who aie 
niastérs to be free from sin, and my brethren who site 
stdves to be delivered from their bonds, that I am an Abts 
Htonist. AefGej will judge when masters and claves, 

Whelstionigs mn Anti-Abolitionists «ll stand before his 
_  baritoiviam the language of Jesus will best spply, “T 
gees in prison and ye visited we not.” 

Youre affectionately, 
WM. HENRY BRISBANE. 
' == 
Tue Sacwas.—The Rev, Mesers. Fielding and Con- 


atantine, with their wives, sailed from this port, on the 
3d ult., ia the packet chip Saluda, bound to Africa. 





Messrs. Fielding and Constantine go out under the pat- 
ronage of the Baptist Foreign Missionary Society, and 
we understand are destined to labor in the valley of the 


Niger. Previous to their departure a large number o 
persons assembled on board the ship, and religious ser 
vices appropriate to the eecasion were performed by the 


Rev. Mr. Breed and the Rev. Mr. Hume,~ Norfolk | Christian. 


Beacon of the 4th ult. 


slave-power, in an equal degree, it was the duty 
) 
believed upon the whole, would do most for the 
c 


slavery could not be abolished. 
the support of ésiave-laws, and slave-holding 
policy. 
of good faith.—'These reasons were urged at 


notice only the third one. 


fr 
in effect would be cast for Martin Van Buren. 
Our strictures on this position, Mr. Rankin has 


if 


d 
ti 
stituted a sufficient reason why abolitionists 
should vote with the latter, 





THE PHILANTHROPIST. 


OINCINNATI,) : 
Tuesday Morning, September 15, 1840. 
cre amd a - ore —- Snpeeeereraiotaeel 
REMARKS ON MR. RANKIN’S REPLY-- 
THE DUTY OF THE CITIZEN. 


Mr. Rankin is aware of the advantage of pre- 
senting in controversy a bold front. Hence, we 
presume, in part at least, the apparent self-confi- 
dence with which he treats the question at issue 
between us, and the positiveness of his assump- 
tion, that we are all wrong. With candor, as 
we think, we have examined his last Paper, but 
our wonder still increases, that such a man ae 
Mr. Rankin should devote his talents to the sup- 
port of a ticket pledged to slavery. 
Our friend is kind enough to give us more 
credit for the ‘length of our article than strength 
of our arguments.” We remark, ‘that to as- 
sume ig not to argue. Statement without proof, 
assumption without argument, cost little labor, 
and require small epace. We too could express 
opinions in two or three paragraphs, whose un- 
soundness it might require half a dozen columns 
to expose. Did our years and wisdom warrant, 
it might be safe for us to venture on this mode 
of discussion, but lacking in these two points, 
we must be content with the more hnmble, tho’ 
tedious method, of reasoning out our proposi- 
tions. 
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A Brief Review. 
So much in apology for the length of our ar- 
ticles. The reader will recollect, that a careful 
analysis of Mr. Rankin’s former letter brought 
tolight three distinct positions, which we under- 
ook to invalidate. ‘The first was, that, where 
he candidates of the two parties were openly 
hostile to abolition, and formally pledged to the 


: t 
t 


f an abolitionist to vote for that one, who, he 


ountry. It was supported by no argument, but 
we objected to it for four reasons. 1. It im- 
plied a contradiction. 2. While maintained, 
3. It involved 


8 
e 
e 


a 


4. - 


It involved necessarily a violation 


ength, but Mr. Rankin has seen fit in reply to 


a 


Another position was, should he withdraw ‘ 


om the polls or support a third ticket, his vote 


h 


c 
ot attempted to answer. 


The third position was, that the strength and 
epravity of the democratic, and the compara- 
ve weakness and virtue of the whig, party, con- 


4 


We examined the 
position at great length, and attempted to show 


jin their wickedness andithen, p 
“} were as wire as they were pious.” 


outa set of Jeading measures, the man who 


and sustains its measures. 
sense of every man will admit. tobe true, as a 
general rule. 
M. Johnson are set up as eanilidates for the vice 
presidency, because they aré slaveholiers. 
Van Buren and W. H. Harrison are supported 
as candidates for the presidency, expressly on 
the ground, that they will oppose abolition, and 
sustain slavery. 
pledged to anti-abolition principles and meas- 
ures, 
fore, the men who support such candidates, sanc- 


ures. 


extreme case it may be right for a christian to 
vote for an idolater, so it may be right for an ab- 
olitionist to vote for these slaveholding and pro- 


tion, into a general principle. 


the measure of our duty where:no such circum- 
stances exist. 


ing our suffrages, has announced his determina- 
tion if elected, to exterminate abolitionism, to 
banish every abolitionist from the country, and 
to prevent any body from speaking one, w*-? 
against slavery; and that there * 
bility that he will «~ 


inconsistent, as they said, With ‘their pi ole: 
rishge mn their, Boodr 
less conecie: ed 


ion, and 


woul! sustain, idolatry vand 


idolatry triumphed. J i 
hearted Christians who voted for am idolatersm 
lowa idalewe, 
common sense, And aboli te o dame 
ever they succeed.” 0 
Mr. Rankin's illutwratio 
that ae there may be a tase, i 
proper to Vote for an. doiaser;” so 
may occur in which it shall: be tight jo-vote for 
a slaveholder. Pea een? © ae 
If we had ever laid down the broad: 
tion, that the act of voting for a slaveholder, in 
itself, and therefore under all cireumstances, 
was wrong, the illustration might be in point. 
But, we have never made such an assumption. 
We have not found it necessary, ‘The ground 
we take is, that, where certain candidates. for of- 
fice are pledged to abstain from one line of pol- 
Icy of parsde another, these-who support such’ 
candidates, sanction and ‘sustain their pledges; 
and that where a party professes to hold certain 


leading principles, and avows the design to carry 


preposi- 


votes with that party, sanctions. ‘ite principles, 
This, the common 


Now, John Tyler, and Richard 


M. 





dh 
Tey 
of 


OF sis ‘ug: 
| trade, ¢ r péerini 


ciples it avows, & the measures it proposes. ‘The 
man who votes with the democratic party, sus- 
tains democratic doctrines and policy. ‘There 
may be some points, in which he differs from 
the party, some principles he disallows, some 
measures he cannot approve. 

















jehristianity, and deyotion to: 
both stalidl pledged to pr 
‘the latier and oat Ih 


ey 


e gods. ‘Tha 
ote the worship o 


minds, th. aes 
egrets shaltdotheir own 
t others to do it for 
one party of christians, seeing they can promote 
ineir peculiar views on these topics, vote for one 
of the idolstrous candidates, and that the oppo- 
site party vote jor the other. Let us ask’ Mr. 
Rankin, would they noi a:!, in thus acting, be 
sustaining idolatry, and warring: agg christi- 
anity? . The case seems to us so plain, wiat ¥¢ 
are amazed there should be two opinions’ res- 
pecting it. ‘The supposed case ig a fair illustra- 
tion of the real case now before'us. 
The Nature and Effect of a Vote. 
_ A few words more on this point. Why should 
Mr..Rankin draw general rules from exceptions? 
Sound logic teaches otherwise. The man who 
votes with the whig party, votes for all the prin- 





He does not in- 





Both parties hereby stand | 
According to the rule laid down, there- 


ion their principles, and support their meas- 


Mr. Rankin’s reply to this is, that, as in an 


c 
Cc 
0 


lavery candidates. ‘That is, he reasons from an 
xtreme case, toan ordinary one. He would 
nlarge a principle of duty limited ‘to an excep- 
He would make 
certain course of action, excusable it may be 
nder a peculiar combination of circumstances, 


To make his illustration bear 
tall, he must suppose the following’ ‘partic- 
lars :— 

lst. ‘That the President of the United States 
as constitutional power, to put down free dis- 
ussion, and murder or banish all its advocates. 
2nd. ‘That one of the candidates now claim- 


P 
e 


P 





wid ti 


-¥ 





its utter unsoundness. ‘To all our remarks on 
this point Mr. Rankin has nothing in replv. 


We next stated brie®-- 
: _.ewasyy 81X reasons, why abo- 


usonists had nothing more to hope from the 
whigs, if in power, than the democrats. Not], 
one of them has Mr. Rankin replied to. 

Finally, we made some gtricture~ on the 


av” 


wretche:, policy of attempting to forward our 
cause, by playing into the hands of this or that 
party, according as one or the other might be 
undermost, and therefore, a little less auda- 
cious. 

This part of our article also has been over- 
ooked by Mr. Rankin. 

Our former argument then stands untouched, 
save in a single point, and that is, the attempt to 
prove, that to vote for either of the candidates 
for the presidency now before the American peo- 
ple, is to sustain slavery. 

We shall notice briefly Mr. Rankin’s remarks 
upon this point, and then consider the rest of 
his argument. 

M. Van Buren and W. H. Harrison are both 
pledged, so far as language and conduct can 
pledge any men, to support slavery, to counten- 
ance the demands of the slave-power, and to op- 
pose abolition. I affirm thatevery man who 
votes for either, votes for his pledge, that is, he 
votes for slavery, and against abolition. Mr. 
Rankin denies it, and sustains his denial by @ 
single illustration, which we shall give entire, as 
it contains the whole of his argument on this 


point. 


l 


Mr. Rankin’s llustration. 


“You say to vote for-either of the candidates is to sus- 
tain slavery, This I positively deny, and assert that he 
who does not vote for the more favorable party does sus- 
tain slavery. Now I will illustrate this by saying, there 
were two distant islands in the ocean, The inhabitants 
were idolaters. Missionaries settled on each, and labour- 
ed with equal success. A few thousand were converted 
on each island. At length the chiefs that had tolerated 
Christianity died, and according to their custom, chiefs 
were to be elected. Christianity had excited jealousy, 
On each island two candidates came before the people, 
both idolaters. One said that he, if chosen, would ex- 
tirpate Christianity, the other that he hated Christianity, 
but he thought every one ought to have the right of 
cheosing his own religion, and as long as the Christians 
behaved well he would protect them as well as others, 
but he meant to promote idolatry by his own influence 
and example, The question of duty was much discuss- 
ed among the Christians, and they were divided, One 
artseid it was wrong to vote for an idolater, the other, 
c haps less conscientious said that it wes right to vote 
fer-0lkb one who would tolerate Christianity although an 
idolater. The others said, to vote for an idolater was to 
sustain "idolatry. “Christianity is the primary srr pe 
and all others are of minot Importance, if they wea se 
a Christian candidate they would not vote, a us 
atters stood.on both islands. An appeal was made ae 
a missionaries, and they were divided in opinion. “4 
one island the missionaries said it was sinful to nay or 
anidoleter who was pledged to support wer 5 t ey 
otight to stay from the polls, do right, and leave the con 
vences with God. The missioneries on the other is: 
Jand said that by electing a chief who would tolerate 
Christianity although an idolater woold be some gain to 
the cause of Christ, for unless -they were tolerated, they 
could not 4 i island, and to vote for an idole- 
ter a in Christianity, and not 
idolatry, The hone 
payee 


4 


4 


| 











tes and took the ad 
or of tolerating Christianity jost his election, and 
thre other island, by the assistance of the Christians, the 
When the heathen saw that their chief protected the 
- | jand became evangelized, and the chief himself became a 


pose. 


3d. That the rival candidate has 
support on the ground, th 
ence and exam=' 
ine 


other. 


> tiaimed our 
‘aty although his influ- 
‘ e will be in favor of slavehold- 
= 1é will recognize the right of discussing 
that subject, as well as any other, and protect 
abolitionists in the exercise of their rights. — 
This would be a case parallel tothe one sup- 
posed by Mr. Rankin, and the principle of duty 
applicable in the cne would be applicable in the 
But, is this the case presented to aboli- 
tionists? Why ask such a question? “Every 
one knows, that no such circumstances exist in 
the instance of the candidates now before us. 
Every critical reader no doubt has observed, 
that in the illustration, the question at issie be- 
tween the candidates is not, which of them 
shall manifest greater friendship for idolatry, or 


which will do the more for its support. ‘The 
great question is—che rights of conscience-—one 


candidate pledging himself to regard and protect 
them, the other to prohibit their exercise. 
In the parallel case of slaveholding candi- 
dates, where one should proclaim his intention 
to exterminate abolitionism, and banish aboli- 
tionists, and the other, while avowing himself a 
friend of slavery, should bind himself to main- 
tain the right of freely discussing the subject, 
and to protect abolitionists in their warfare a- 
gainst it, the main questions at issue would be, 
not slavery and abolition, but the rights of 
thought and utterance, and personal security; 
one candidate seeking office on the ground of 
his hostility to these rights, the other on 
the ground of his friendship to them. 
But, what is the great question involved in the 
pending election, so far as abolitionists are con- 
cerned? Not the rights of conscience—not 
{freedom of discussion—not the personal seeu- 
rity of abolitionists. ‘The president has no pre- 
rogative that can reach these rights. Neither 
candidate has avowed any hostility to them. In 
equally emphatic terms, both have averred their 
belief in the right of free discussion, and we 
have no reason to suppose that either would 
commit any unconstitutional act against it, What 
then is the gréat question? That’ of slavery. 
On this, both candidates are equally wrong, hol- 
ding precisely the same doctrines, pledged to 
precisely the same policy. Both affect to think 
the agitation of the question inconsistent with 
the spirit and general tenor of the constitution, 
at war with the fundamental principles of our gor | 
vernment. Both manifest equal regard for the 
pretensions of the slaveholder. ‘Both will dis 
countenance any measures that can aet unfavor- 
ably on slavery. Both rest their claims, on this 
ground among others, that they are decidedly 
and wholly opposed to abolition. ay 
Now, let us take Mr. Rankin’s illustration, 
and so shape it as to make a case really parallel 
to the one under consideration. - ae 
We will suppose that the christians constitute 
a majority on the islands mentioned. , py hat 
there is really no question concerning religions 
toleration among them, both candidates for.office 
being favorable to the rights ‘of conseience.— 
That the maiti question involved’ is, the direct 
support of idolatry. That both candidates are 


-« 


opl 


tend to sustain thems his object is, to promote 
other principles which he approves, of greater 
moment than those he repudiates. 


favor of one, and against the other. 
port one measure or principle, it must support 
all, because it contributes to the election of a 
man pledged to all. 
Now, if thesupporter of the democratic party 
condemns its measures, on certain subjects of 
greater importance in his estimation, than the 
other subjects, on which he may deem its action 


policy of the party respecting them be immoral, 
then every one must pronounce him, not only 
inconsistent, but criminal. 


control the effect of his vote, so that it shall 
support what is right and not support what is 


wrong. When his vote is given, its undivided is simply to say which of them shall be presi- 
‘dent.”’ 


the democratic party, if it were sound on the 


Suppose this were the case 
to year he ** 


18 every proba-| slave; but will he onay that at the same time 
_ sueceed in executing his pur-| he would +, voting in support of democratic 


principles? 
in favor of the latter as the former. Such would 
not be his intention, but that is not the question. 


vote itself. 


Neverthe- 
ess. his vote cannot be divided, so as to tell in 
Tf it sup- 


Common sense so teaches. 


orrect, no one will give him much credit for 
onsistency. Suppose, however, the former class 
f subjects be moral in their nature, and that the 


No matter what his intentions are, he cannot 


olitical force and moral influence go to sustain 
very principle and every measure which the 
arty had avowed. 

Mr. Rankin, although a whig, would vote with 


ubject of human rights, and his own were a 
a . 


and that from year 


“vy 


Le - he. worship of the true 

j Go epi é ronnie. WN in opin- 
ion e tin whether ¢ shall have a stone 
on i. th x a throw, 

ions Sa favored | . 


them. ‘That 


ther benefit nor injury by the election, or defeat 
of one or the other candidate. 


jure their cause by voting; but there are three 
other important interests at stake. eu . : , ' 
and his whigs are in favor of administering the | ¢ket,that is, by voting against the’ 
government as administered by Washington, 
Jefferson, Madison, Monroe and John Quincy | of subordinate interests, is over 
before dismissing it in this sum 
shall pay some attention to 

makes on the three other inte: 


Adams.” 


less death prevent it. 


ee 











t 


that there were other interests to be. 
; nie! 


begide abolition. In hi# lag article he gives his 
views more fully on this point. We sh quote 
the substance ofhis argdment. eo. 
“T will now #talé my: position so as to give 
you every pogsibleadvantaga, ~~ > 
Ist. The anti-slaveryica e is of the:highest 
Indians the next. _ 


ye ge a 5 
_ 2d. Whe protection of | 
The security of the liberty We now pos- 


tt 3d. 
sess, 
4th. The esfablishing ofa bank that may re- 
gulate the currency over th country so as to 
prevent those sudden changes which enable ca- 
pitalists to buy up the property of the poor for 
small amounts. 

Here then are four important interests. 

Now I will give you all possible advantage by 
Supposing, what is not the fact, that Van Buren 
| Jarrigon and the parties they represent are 





' 
ana — j ; 
equally hose to the highest interest, so that 
with respect to it incre is no difference. These 


two men have been broug.:: before the nation as 


candidates for the Presidency, aa ‘he abolition- 
ists a small minority in a pro-slavery fovern- 


eared for 


ee 





The abolitionist does injury \o his cause by 
supporting either of the slavery-ticketg no be- 
fore the people, for many reasons. — 

1. His vote necessarily goes to sustain slave. 
laws and slave-policy. 

2. He fails to exemplify his 
where the moral influence of fidelit 
peculiarly felt. 

3. He impairs. his reputation for sincerity 
with his own party, but especially with men 
of opposite political views, and with thé’ slave- 
holder; beside lowering in the public estima- 
tion the grandeur of his own cause. 

4. He is countenancing by hie yoie the 
abominable practice of subordinating the great 
questions of human liberty, to questions for the 
most part of mere political economy. 

5. He is encouraging politicans always to 
disregard the principles of anti-slavery men, in 
the selection of their candidates. 


6. He is only postponing a policy, which 


| 


Principles, 
Y would be 





ment could not prevent their nomination, 27° 
now it is certain that one of them must be the 
president; abolitionists cannot hinder the elec- 
tion of a pro-slavery president. One of these 
two men we know. will be president unless 
death prevent it. All that can be done now is 
simply to say which of them shall be president. 
Now supposing them to be equally hostile to 
freeing the slaves, we do the anti-slavery cause 
no injury in voting for any one of them. Abo- 
litionists and slaves will fare just as well under 
the one as the other. But if one of them be in 
any respect more favorable to liberating the 
slaves than the other, and we do not vote for the 
one more favorable to liberty then we sustain 
slavery; but if there be an entire equality in the 
candidates, then we neither do good nor harm to 
the anti-slavery cause in voting for the one or 
the other. 

Now then for argument’s sake we will sup- 
pose the candidates and parties they represeut 
upon an entire equality in relation to the first 
interest and that it can, of course, receive nei- 


which abolitionists can neither benefit nor in- 


Harrison 


A Strange Assumption. 
**One of these two men will be president, un- 
All that can be done now 


Let us ask Mr. Rankin a few questions. 


¢ 
uv 





alaaiie 
His «7, 


ntention would be, to promote the -auc6 of the 


1us should cast his vote. 


~ of 


His vote would count just as much 


We are considering the real nature & effect of the 
His vote would count just as much 
in support of democratic principles, as if he in- 
tended to promote them—just as much as the 
vote of one who should sustain the party ex-" 
pressly on this ground and no other. 
But, could not Mr. Rankin, as a professed 
whig, be accused of inconsistency, in thus act- 
ing? Not so long as he recognized abolition, or 
the cause of human rights, as the greatest inte- 
rest. If he did not so recognize it, if he believ- 
ed it of minor importance, his conduct would be 
‘ously unreasonable. But, suppose it were 
o lbatisg. and an avowed principle of the demo- 
cratic party, to abolish the Sabbath, or to stip- 
port intemperance, could Mr. Rankin then justi- 
fy himself in supporting it, on the ground that 
it was the champion of human rights? Not 
consistently with his own principles. For, he 
believes the Sabbath is an ordinance of God, and 
that intemperance is asin. No reason then, 
not even an intention of supporting a good cause, 
could justify him in voting for the abolition of 
the former, or the support of the latter, which 
he would do, were he to give his suffrage to the 
democratic candidates. 
We know not why Mr. Rankin should deny 
in its application to the case of an abolitionist, 
voting for Harrison, the truth of @ mers 
generally recognized in other We carrie a 
not the coffee-house advocates in ‘‘ncinnatt 


should like to know on whose shoulders the re- 


tion of such men? 


such men should be put into office. Will Mr. 

Rankin say that the guilt attaches to those who 

brought them forward? They are guilty, we 
grant; but, to nominate, is not to elect. The 
election rests with the people. If they withhold 
their suffrages, such men cannot be elected. If 
they sustain them, the candidates are elected. 
The people then are the criminals. But who 
are the people? Mr. Rankin, Mr. Blanchard, 
abolitionists, anti-abolitionists. If all vote for 
such men, all are alike wrong. If not, if Mr. 
Blanchard and Mr. Rankin may vote for such 
men, without guilt, so may their neighbors, so 
may the whole people. It is not wrong then 
for the people to elect candidates determined tr 
support slavery, and if it be not wrong to elv.c, 
them, neither is it wrong to nominate them. 
avails nothing to say, that there are only two 
candidates, and one must be elected, Grant it, 
but since it was wrong to put such men in no- 
mination, and since it is wrong for the people to 
elect.them, I, as one of the people, will have no- 
thing todo with them. I, at least, will clear 
my own skirts. 

Were two candidates before the American 
people, electioneering for themselves, on the 
ground that they were gamblers, or in favor of 
licensing the practice of gambling, we should 
think those who nominated and the majority 
who supported them little better than them- 
selves. But, Mr. Rankin, by some legerde- 
main of logic would come to the conclusion, 








think they were supporting coffee-houses, when 
they voted for men pledged to sustain them: 
Did not the anti-coffee-house men think they 
were supporting the cause of temperance, when 
they bestowed their suffrages on men pledged 
against the license system? Does not the whig 
throw his vote for a national bank or tariff, when 
he gives it to a-candidate pledged to use his influ- 
ence in behalf of both? Did not the democrat, 
when he voted for General Jackson, sanction 
and sustain the doctrine that the ‘creation of a 
national bank was unconstitutional? General 
Jackson certainly thought so, and so did every 
body else. And, will not the abolitionist, who 
votes for Martin Van Buren, when he knows 
that this gentleman has pledged himself to veto 
any bill that may be- passed for the abolition of 
slavery-in the district of Columbia, sustain this 
pledge? How happens it then, that a prinei- 
ple which is true in other case, should be false, 
when Mr. Rankin wishes to vote for- Gen. Har- 
rison? . He too has pledged himself as strongly 
to the slaveholder as his antagonist, but Mr. Ran- 
kin only votes for his good, not bad principles! 
Does the vote tell this? or does it elect the 
‘whole man, and all his principles? The strong: 
est protest we can bear against the wrong prin- 


ciples o 1; 
man of opposite principles. 


to support him by our votes. 


tain: slave-laws and slave-policy. 
| “Other Interests. 








rg honest-hearted_ people , sie ere fhe ie 
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the thar, asad i Er pepaalWolaty. On 
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: Christians who wo 


rivalling each other in professions afpbatred to 
eae 
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ve 


In Mr. Rankin’s former article, he intimated 


fa candidate, is to cast our votes for a 
The strongest 


ganetion we can give to his wrong principles is 


So much for the assumption, that in voting 
for a ticket pledged to slavery, we do not sus- 


that though it was wrong certainly for the peo- 
ple i put such men in office, yet it would not 
be wrong ‘or him to help them there! And is 
he not one of the people? If he may vote for 
either innocently, eo may the whole people. 


Two horse thieves are running for the highest 
office. (Our comparisons are harsh, but we have 
to use them for the sake of demonstrating a 
principle.) Both declare themselves in favor of 
the practice of horse-stealing, and of repealing 
all laws against theft, so far as they relate to sort 
particular species. Well—‘two candidates are 
before the American people,” says Mr. Rankin. 
“One of these two men we know will be presi- 
dent, unless death prevent it. All that can be 
done now is simply to say, which shall be pre- 
sident. So I will vote for the one who on the 
whole will do most for the country.” Admira- 
ble logic truly! Because other people will do 
evil, I will go along with the multitude, and it 
will be no wrong in me,.since the evil would 
‘how! 
pastes ee done by Prosiavery Voting. 
Again, he says ; 
“Now supposing them to be equally hostile to 
freeing the slaves, we do the anti-slavery cause 
‘no harm in voting for any one of them.” 


‘«[tis a casein which abolitionists can nei- 
ther benefit nor injure their cause by voting.” 


sound morals no harm, by voting for a horse- 
thief or gambler, who is electioneering for 
himself, and electioneered for, on the ground 
of his peculiar vices! Can Mr. Rankin really 


argument he can use, to prevent. 


should only recapitulate what we have 
It is a case in| Our paper from time to time. 


first and leading interest by sustainir 


Mr. Rankin’s argument drawn fr: 


harm or good to the anti-s 


Is it| ting for either of the tw 
not wrong that candidates for office in a republic] , 


should be slaveho!terg, or men in favor of the t 
“system © 


hree other interests, ar 
isiavery? Is it not wrong fox a repub-| who will do most to 

lican people to elect rulers on the ground that] j 
they ae favorable to the continuance of oppres- | « 
siont If it be wrong for the people to do so, We | and the establishme 


nterests are, ‘the p 


sponsibility rests. Are the people, as a body, cri- necessary to ‘th: 
minal, and the individuals composing the body object, and. that 
innocent? Who then are to blame-for the elec- ‘nin thes -abeatien 
Somebody must be in the] ¢ oun: to keep s 


wrong, for it certainly is asin and a dishonor, that dina cal 
slavery editor 


That is, the honest man can do the cause of 


must be adopted if-slavery is to be abolished by 


; seaceful means, and which the longer it is post- 


ponea, willbe the more difficult to be practised 
—viz., uniting’ Vith other anti-slavery men, in: 
voting only for anti-slavery candidates, 

7. By thus uniting, his consistent voting 
would recommend his talking, and would teach 


politicians at once that certain defeat would al- 
ways attend a pro-slavery policy. Mr. Ran- 
kin knows that, if but fifty thousand abolition- 


sts would unite and vote a liberty ticket, it 


would do more towarde abolishing slavery, than 
all the moral suasion we could use in a year.— 
With earthquake-power it would make the 
old bastile of oppression rock to its foundations.. 
The grand union, from which this tremendo: as. 


nfluence would result i ivi 
» he is striving by ev ery: 


We might assign ma ’ 
g g ny more reasons, aut we 
3 said in 


If it be a fact that abolitionists will re 
. injure the 


ig a slavery- 
iF OWN cause. 
om the claims 
thrown, But, 
mary way, we 
the remarks he 
‘ests, 
vill be Promoted. 
jitionists can do no 
Javery cause, by vo- 
© candidates, he pro- 
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id vote for that candidate 
promote them. ‘These 
rotection of the Indiang,’* 
liberty we now possess,” 
nt of a ‘sound currency.” 


Whether Other Interesis v 
After assuming, that abc 


eeds to say, that it is thy 


‘the security of the 


He strives to *  jhow that a national bank is 


e accomplishment of the last 

its creation of course depends 
of General Harrison. It is dif- 
uch topics out of our paper at thie 
S not to be presumed that anti- 
; 's have not their own opinions res- 
pecting ther , Nevertheless, I shall abstain 
from had € jiscussion on this question. Mr. 
Rankin’s a rgument for a bank is before our rea- 
ders. He : thinks that the welfare of the coun~ 
try requ! res its establishment; and therefore, in- 
asmuch as no harm can be done the anti-slavery 
cause b" y the election of General Harrison, that 
abolitic snists ought to vote for him. He seems 
to ha ve forgotten, that there are abolitionists 
who believe a national bank a national curse 
and judge that a sub-treasury is vital to the 
cou! jtry’s welfare. Such, taking Mr. Rankin’s 
pti aciple, viz.,—that, seeing both candidates 
stand on a level in regard to slavery,and nothing 
is to be gained or lost to abolition by the elec- 
tiors of either, abolitionisis ought to vote for the 
one, Who will best promote the other interests 
of the country,—such, we say, would come to a 
conclusion directly opposite to that of Mr. Ran- 
kin. They would vote for Mr. Van Buren.— 
And now we would ask our friend, how long 
will it be before the anti-slavery forces of this 
country are united against slavery, while lead- 
ing anti-slavery men sanction a principle 
which will justify the democrat and whig in 
supporting their respective parties, notwithstand- 
ing the utter and abominable pro-slavery wick- 
edness of their leaders. Surely, Mr. Rankin’s 
policy will never bring anti-slavery men to act 
in one solid phalanx. We say to abolitionists, 
of both political parties, when their leaders are 
pledged against the first interest of the nation, 
abandon your parties—let the dead bury their 
dead—lay aside your differences regarding mi- 
nor interests, and unite in one determined body, 
in support of the great cause of human rights. 
Mr. Rankinsays, “No. Abide where you are, 
whig abolitionists! ‘True, your party is sold 
to iniquity, and your candidates have sworn al- 
legiance to the slave holder. But, you can do 
something for the currency.” They remain 
where they are, support a slavery-ticket, and 
try to save the currency. ‘Stay where you 
are,” cries a leading abolitionist to the demoerat. 
‘‘Our party, I admit, is but the minister of slave- 
cy, and our candidate its sworn protector.— 
But, the other party ie just as bad; so you 
must do what you can for the other interests of 
the country.” They remain in the ranks, sup- 
porta ticket pledged to oppression, and try to 
save the sub-treasury ! 

Mr. Rankin-—when, I ask again, will your 
policy unite abolitionists in defence of the first 
and greatest interest? Never, never. Enough 
belong to both parties, if they would only 
come out and bind themselves together in sin-. 
gle-eyed devotion to the great anti-slavery itt 
terest, to teach politicians such a lesson, that 
hereafter one party at the North at least would 
not dare to pot up a pro-slavery candidate.— 
What good does Mr. Rankin propose to him- 
sif by preventing the incipient efforts towards, 
such a union? Slavery will never be abolished: 
till this union be formed. ‘There are anti-sle- 
very. voters enough now to form an effective 








,| believe so? Or wae thie a slip ef his pen? 


one. And it never will be formed, antil some 
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, Ripley, Sept. %, 1840. 

/ TO, GERRIT. SMITH. 
Brotngr Saitn-—I duly eppreciate-your kind 
natice of me.in your Jetter.of August 10.. The 
greatest kindness one can do his friend ie to 
bring, him from hurtful errors into important 
truths. If wrong, I elaim both: your pity and 
your efforts to convince. me_of the truth, And 
though I am unable to see that [ am in error I 
am no less indebted to you than if you had sue- 
ceeded in your kind efforts. It is not practica- 
ble for all men to perceive the truth with equal 
clearness. ‘There is a difference in the powers 
of intellect. It may be the Lord has given you 
a stronger capacity to discern truth that he has 
given tome. And ‘if so, you will, no doubt, 
have the goodness to exercise dne forbearance. 
You seem to be under a wrong impression in 
respect to me, © You'seem to think mea strong 
party man, and that I was instigated ‘by party 
feelings to write in favor of the whigs, and that 
I make excuses for voting for Harrison while I 
know it to be wrong. Now Lasse you that I 
sincerely believe that many of the abolitionist 
brethren have taken ground calenlated-to injure 
the anti-slavery cause, and I -wrote what you 
deem so erroneous, purely for the sake. of pro- 
moting the best interests of the hapless slave, and 
of our common country. I deem it my duty go to 
cast my vote so as neither to injure the slave nor 
any one else. I have always voted on the prin- 
ciple for which Tnow contend. IFI am wrong, 
now, I have always been wrong, and it has heen 
owing to the want of powers sufficient to per- 
ceive what is right in the case. T am willing 
both to know and do right. T never have felt 
the least inclination to sacrifice the cause of the 
oppressed. T offered reasons, but no excuses 
for voting. I-never allow myself to do what I 
believe to be wrong. Consequently, I offer no 
excuses. If Iam in error it is matter of deep 
regret. and I hope yeu will not cease. your ef- 
forts to lead me into truth. . 
In further reply I will refer you.to my: letter 
to Dr. Bailey published in the Philanthropist of 
September 8th. 
Be assured of my kindest respects,. 


JOHN RANKIN. 
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~. raeneral Harrison, by some strange oversight, he 
too seems to have forgotten the poor Indian. 
We venture to say, that the idea of providing for 
the redress of Indian wrongs, for the security of 
Indian rights, has never once entered into the 
heads of the managers of the whig party. And 
yet, we are called upon to withhold our support 
from James G. Birney, and sustain General 
Harrison, because he will protect the rights of a 
people, of whom judging from his writings 
and speeches, he never thinks! 

The tide of population is rolling westwardly. 
The Indians will again be surrounded and crush- 
ed down by the white men. Again they will 
elaim the protection. of government. But, are 
we really so infatuated by blind party-zeal, as to 
suppose that a man, and a party, who have bow- 
ed down to the dust, and pledged themselves to 
sustain the rights of slavery—that is, the preten- 
sions of a set of individuals to hold three millions 
of black men, women and children in abject, 
absolute slavery—will have the magnanimity to 
array themselves against the slaveholder for the 
sake of a few, wretched tribes of red men? No. 
There will be no real security for therights ofthe 
red man, till the presidential chair be filled by 
one who will estimate the rights of man, not by 
the color of his skin, but by his Humanity. 

On a careful examination then of the three 
interests that are to be promoted by the election 
of Gen’l. Harrison; we find that but one stands 
any chance of being promoted—and that is a 
National Bank. Respecting this we’ remark 
first, that more than one half, or a large minority 
of the’ American people, regards it as a curse 
rather than a blessing; secondly, that itis en- 
tirely uucertain whether suchan institution will 
be chartered or not, should the whigs succeed. 
Behold then how the case stands! For the 
sake of obtaining an institution which probably a 
majority, and certainly a large minority of the 
nation thinks injurious to the welfare of the 
country, and which at all events cannot be cer- 
tainly calculated upon, Mr. Rankin would per- 
suade every abolitonist, whig and democrat, 
to vote in support of men, certainly pledged -to 
uphold the “institution” of slavery! 

Let no one misunderstand us. We express 
no opinions of our own in relation to the good 
or evil ofa national bank. Our object is to prove 
to abolitionists, that there is really so little to be 
gained by continuing or changing the present ad- 
ministration, so long as both parties.are bound 
hand and foot by ‘slavery, that they had. better 
leave them to ‘settle their own’ quarrels’ and 
concentrate their forces on a liberty-ticket. 

: A few other Points. 

Our article is already so prolonged, that we 
can only glance at the few remaining points in 
Mr. Rankin’s article. 

“Under former administrations, we did enjoy 
the right of petition, and in Ohio, the right of feed- 
ing the hungry and clothing the naked, but now 
hin congress the right of potition hae possod away, 
and in Ohio the right ‘of conscience is no more.” | 

The reason is obvious. ‘The pretensions of 
slaveay were not questioned under former ad- 
ministrations as they are now; neither was,ab- 
olition so formidable to the slaveholder. Had- 


make the first effort. What good we ask, does 
Mc.{Rankin propose, by throwing obstacles in 
the way of these efforts, and encouraging par- 
abolitionists to hold fast by their corrupt 
Surely, he must be poorly repaid in 
hg .strives to prevent abolitionists 
or of the greatest interest of 
le. them to support a 
tomoting a sound 


sion of their lands. This was the 
great nation, and how could a few miserable sav- 

age iribes resist it? Yes, the faith of each trea- 

ty was observed, because the government ac- 
quired land—it was observed, until another trea- 
ty. could be made, ceding still more land. 

As this must always be an interesting subject 
to the American people, we shall quotes few au- 
thorities in illustration of the policy of our gov- 
ernment, even at the risk of enlargingso much 
as to excite our venerable friend’s surprise, 

“Is it not known, said Mr. Peleg Sprague, in 
his speech on the bill for the removal of the In- 
dians, in the Senate, April 16, 1830,‘*is it not 
krown that acts for holding Indian treaties have 
been used as instruments of coercion? When 
our comnissioners have met the chiefs.in coun- 
: *, cil, to obtain further acquisition of territory, 
= sarnavened china ve ale apt shave they not sometimes asked only, what will 
ecutive, we are not greatly te on be TER 


is, we are solittle of a partisan, that we cannot) youre. seleeina BA ial 
but smile at the terrmble predictions of some of | «we have 1” - s to spare—Wwe “ 
our orators, respecting the ruin which is] ing’; the quesu..? '* repeated, ‘what will you 


i 
goon to engulph allour free institutions. When-| reserve? Congress have passed a laws for the 
ever Mr. Rankin shall point us out any real cau- 


purpose of obtaining 4 portion of your soil—the 

ses for alarm, we shall be willing to devote more United States are strong—their sige now cae 

time to this part of his argument. in peace—beware how you arouse them from 
Protection of the Indians 


Without further remark then, we proceed to 
eonssder his opinions in regard to the second in- 
terest, *‘the protection of the Indians” —« Under 
those former presidents,” says Mr. Rankin, 
(meaning Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madi- 
son, Monroe, and J.Q.Adams,) ‘treaties with the 
Indians were regarded. The Georgians were res- 
strained from their robberies of the Cherokees = 

the reign of Jackson. It was then that the mission- 
aries who labored among that ruined tribe were 
putin the penitentiary. And-since that time 
the Georgians have divided by lot the lands 
* of that people, while the rightful owners have 
been gathered up like cattle, and driven from 
their homes to a distant territory in which a 
large portion of them have perished. 
1. This statement is made with an airof confi- 
dence well-calculated to deceive the superficial 
reader. It was made, we doubt not, ia all hon- 

‘esty, bat had Mr. Rankin studied well the histo- 

ry of the policy of our government from its 

establishment in regard to the Indian tribes, he 


never would have penned such a paragraph. 
According to his statement, it would appear, 


that until the period of Jackson’s administration, 
justice and good faith had’been observed in our 
treatment of the Indians; but that during his 
term of office, a radical change was made in the 
policy of the government, which for the first 
time became oppressive and cruel. We shall 
see how much truth there is in this representa- 
tion. 
‘The Indian Policy of our Government 

‘The first treaty made with the Cherokees un- 
der the federal constitution, was negotiated at 
Holston, 2d July, 1791. The first article stip- 
ulated for perpetual peace and friendship between 
the parties, and by the %h article the United 
States solemnly guarantied ‘to the Cherokee 
nation all their lands nothereby ceded.” These 
lands were located within the limits of Geor- 
gia. In 1802, after twenty years’ dispute with 
regard to the boundaries of Georgia, a compact 
was formed between this state and the United 
States, whereby the former ceded to the latter 
certain tracts of country lying west of Chata- 
hooche, and the latter ceded to the former, the 
land lying east of said river, or the line of ces- 
sion, whatever it was, and west of the Indian 
boundary, or the boundary of her original juris- 
diction, and engaged to extinguish the Indian 
title to it, ‘as early as the same could be obtained 
on reasonable terms.” This whole country was 
then subject to the Indian title—owned, possess- 
ed, governed by them. The federal government 
was then solemnly bound by the treaty of Hol- 
ston to protect the Indians in their occupancy 
and title; and by the compact with Georgia, to 
extinguish this tide, so soon as possible, on rea- 
sonable terms. ‘Take this fact, and then consi- 
der the defenceless state of the savages, their 
growing weakness before the growing power of 
the whites, the very natural ambition of a state 
to possess itself of all the lands within its limits, 
and its unavoidable jealousy of a sovereignty 
on itsown [?] soil, independent of itself, and 
you have aclue at once to the Indian policy of 
our government, so far asthe Cherokees were 
concerned. This policy was, inflexibly to per- 
sist in dispossessing the savages of their lands, 


although in a decent way, and so as not to out- 
rage the Teenngs OT trite mural pare oT the cure 


munity. Accordingly, negotiation was resorted 
to, continually. And are we so ignorant of hu- 
man nature, so superficially versed in the history 
of the relations of power-ta weakness, civiliza- 
tion to barbarism, so forgetful of the Anglo- 
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AN APOLOGY. 

Our “brief notice’’ of Mr. Rankin’s reply, 
turns.out a very lony one. When we came to 
take.up the subject, we found that. his article 
would furnish a good text.for a considerable ser- 
mon—that it afforded an occasion for saying ma- 
ny things, which could mot perhaps be said so 
well inany other connection. ‘We say this as 
art apology to the reader, and to prevent Mr. 
Rankin from falling into the same mistake into 
which he fei! concerning our last article, when 
he thought that we jutended it all as.an answer 
to his short letter. 
The reader must excuse us.’ So vastly im-f 
portant is the subject, of the political duties of 
abolitionists, so strenuous is the opposition to 
our course, and so short.the time allowed for a 
décision, that we should feel as if we wereneg- 
lecting a high duty, did we pass superficially 
over the subject. We trust, ‘however, that it 
will be long before we again shall be compelled 
to trespass so much on his patience. 

One word to our venerable friend, Mr. Ran- 
kin. If there should be any thing: harsh or ap- 
parently dogmatical in the foregoing article, we 
hope he will attribute it, not to the slightest dim- 
inution of respect for himself, but to that’ want 
of time of which every editor complains, and 
which prevents so careful a revision of long ar- 
ticles as might be desirable. 


their slumber.’ 

‘Not only has terror been. inspired, but oth- 
er means have been used, to cause the women 
to influence their husbands, children to be- 
seech their parents, the warriors to urge their 
chiefs, until their firmness is overcome. It is 
told of a venerable chief, that yielding at last 
to the irresistible pressure, he signed the fatal 
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the death-warrant of the nation.” 

Again—** Wedo know he says, thatin making 
Indian treaties, there have been instances of 
valuable reservation of lands, and large sums 
of money secretly give to individual chiefs, by 
confidential arrangements, toinduce them to yield 
to our wishes, and betray the confidence repos- 
ed in them by their nation.” 

In the month of July, 1817, a treaty was 
made with the Cherokees, providing fora con- 
siderable cession of their land east of the Mis- 
sissipi. It stipulated that during the month of 
June 1818, a census should be taken of those 
who emigrated, and those who staid behind, 
(for the government was then endeavoring to 
persuade them to remove from the land of their 
fathers,) and guarantied the protection of the U. 
States to both parties: 

“Although,” says Edward Everett ir, his 
speech, in the Senate on the Removal bill ,May 
19 1830, “it was the avowed purpose of the 
Cherokees, to provide by treaty for the separa- 
ration of the community, and to leave those who 
wished to stay, a permanent home, ‘fixed laws 
and a regular government’, yet the agents of the 
U. States,under the instruction of the department, 
endeavored with the severest urgency and pres- 
sure, fo compet the whole nation to emigrate. 
For this reason the taking of the census was de- 
layed contrary tothe treaty which fixed the 
time when it should be taken, and the remon- 
‘strances of the Cherokees; and high pecuniary 
offers were held out to them, to consent to re- 
move, or accept reservations, and become sub- 
jects of the States. It is painful to read the doc- 
uments which contain the history of these trans- 
actions. After all attempts to persuade and 
overbear them had failed, the project for the time 
was abandoned, the idea of taking a census giv- 
en up, and a new treaty entered into on the 27th 
of February 1819, by which a further cession of 
land was made. In the preamble to this treaty 
itis set forth that the greater part of the Cherokee 
nation have expressed an earnest desire to re- 
main on this side of the Mississippi, and being 
desirous, in order to commence the measures 
which they deem necessary to the civilization 
and preservation of their nation‘ that the treaty 
between the U. States and them, signed 8th of 
of July, 1817 might without further delay, or 
the trouble and expense of taking the census, as 
stipulated in the said weaty, be finally adjusted, 
have offered to cede to the U. States, a tract of 
land uf least as large as that which they probably 
are entitled to under its provisions:’”’ 

Such is a precious specimen of the good faith 
observed by other administrations towards the 
Indians. Recollect that this last affair took 
place under the administration of Mr. Monroe, 
who has had the credit among some of peculiar 
friendship for the Indian tribes. 


conaition rendered better.” Georgia 
of course “was restrained from her robberies,” 
for she had no motive to perpetrate them. 

But, in 1824, the Cherokees announced their 
fixed purpose to cede no more lands. ‘The little 
left they resolved to keep for themselves and 
children. Meantime, population in Georgia went 
on increasing. ‘The white man hemmed in the 
Indian on every side, and the neighborhood was 
uncomfortable. The Cherokees gave every in- 
dication, that their purpose was settled beyond 
all change. ‘They had slowly become more and 
more civilized; and about this period, they adopt- 
ed a government for themselves, somewhat af- 
ter the model of our own. The siate-interest of 
Georgia was trenched upon; her state-pride 
wounded. ‘The idea of having a portion of 
her soil occupied by an independent people, of 
having within her limits a power that would not 
recognize her authority, was insupportable. All 
this, however, might have been borne, if there 
had been any hope that the General Government 
would be able finally to relieve her from such 
an inconvenience. But, there could be no 
hope. ‘The Cherokees, once for all, had quit 
ceding, and they now demanded that the United 
States, in pursuance of the treaty of Holston, 
should protect them in their possessions. 

It was an entirely new state of affairs, and a 
new line of policy was thought to be demanded. 
Accordingly, December 1827, the legislature of 
the state adopted the follewing resolutions: 

‘‘Resolved, that all the lands, appropriated and 
unapproptiated, which lie within the conventional 
limits of Georgia, belong to her absolutely; that 
the title is in her; that she Indians are tenants at 
her will; that sl fay, at any time she pleases, 
determine pA enayoy, by taking possession of 
the premises» @ rgia has the right to ex- 


¥2 
tend her own Suthowly 


and laws over the whole 
territory. ” 


‘Resolved, That Georgia entertains for the 
general government, so high a regard, and is so 
solicitous to do no act that can disturb or tend to’ 
disturb the public tranquillity, that she will not 
attempt to enforce her rights by violence—until 
all other means of redress fail. { 

Resolved, ‘That to avoid a catastrophe, which 
none would more sincerely deplore than our- 
selves, we make this solemn appeal to the Uni- 
ted States,”’ &c. 

In the report accompanying the resolutions, 
which was also approved by the legislature, the 
following language is held: : 

“The lands in question belong to Georgia: she 
must and she will have them.” 


Mr. Adams went out the nexwspring, and Ge- 
neral Jackson’s term commegced.# ‘fhe position 
of Georgia was taken. ®She Wg*sustained in it 
by Tennessee, Mis®isejpmt Alabama, and. the 
great body of the slav@ighing inserest. At all 
hazards she would have, the lands—qeaceably, 
if possible, through the accustomed pacific force 
of the General Government, forcibly, if need be, 
by her own arma, in defiance of the government. 
Georgia, it was announced, had taken a stand, 
from which she would not recede, and “if 
blood should flow, it would be on the heads of 


ov 
ot 


thus h 








OCP The Editor of the Boston Journal mentions the 
fact, as an item of foreign news, that an apparatus for fiy- 
ing has been invented, and is ‘about to pe put in motion 
by « Bavarian mechanic, and says’ “We hare no. doubt 
that the thing is possible—and that before, another half 
century has passed. away men and woman, girls and 
boys, will make nothing of a fight of fifteen or twenty 
miles before breakfast for exercise or amusement.” . 








MARRIED. 
In this city. on the 2ndinat, by the Rev. Thomas 
Goodwin, Mr. Rosent G. Batt to Mrs, Faances 
Curmmonns, both of Virginia. . 

Also,on the same evening, by the same, the Rev. 
Matrruxw Warxtna to Mrs. Estarr Forn, both of 
Cincinnati Ohio. 
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DR. BRISBANE’S. ADDRESS. 

Dr. Brisbatie’s address on owr outside pages, 
is a valuable production. It is designed especi- 
ally for circulation in the South. ‘Fhis, as well 
as its intrinsic merit, will, we doubt not, recon- 
cile the reader to its great length, 
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The five or six thousand Cherokees who 
were presnilad on tn amigquate-to Arhwonsss be 
fore the treaty of 1817, or pursuant to its provis 
sions, sickness, wars, and famine, wasted away, 
until the remnant would gladly have returned to 
the land of their nativity, if insurmountable diffi- 
culties had not presented themselves. ‘They 








OUR EXPLANATION. - 
_. We have for several weeks been desirous of 
explaining our present position, but something 
or other has prevented, We can only say now, 


Saxon mania for territory, so unfamiliar with 
the pretensions of state-pride and state-interest, 
as not to know thatin such negotiation, the 
most unfair and oppressive measures would be 
resorted to, in order to induce the Indians to 
surrender-their lands? In the space of fifty 
years, nearly two hundred treaties have been 
made with them; and with the Cherokees alone, 
from the time of the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion down to the administration of Jackson, four- 
teen treaties were negotiated. “Why such a mul- 
titude of treaties? Why, if the policy of our 
government had been to maintain faith with the 
natives, and protect them in the enjoyment. of 
‘their lands, would not one or two treaties have 
sumced! The answer is easy. ‘The govern- 
ment was bound to fulfil contradictory duties;— 
it had:solemnly  guarantied to the Indians the 
possession of their soil, and then bound itself 
by compact with Georgia, to extinguish their ti- 
tle to it,—*‘on reasonable terms,” to be sure! 
But, “the faith of treaties’ was observed,” says 
“Mr. Rankin. 0° it was'Titerally, for the most 
pert Sor every treaty contained provisions for 
*: cession of tracts of land on the part of the 


"Ores! «The Georgians were’ restrained 

- cage pembberies of pe Cherokees.”’ So 
wa MB re, Decay the federal government knew 
i accomplish the wishes of Georgia by the 
“ ry of negotiation. ‘Phe Indians were bri- 
d, seduced, Inveigled, menaced into the ces- 


had wives and little ones, and were without mo- 
ney or friends. 


The iniquitous. policy pursued by the United 
States’ agents in obtaining cessions from the In- 
dians doubtless originated the eustom, now long- 
established among the southern tribes, which, as 
Mr. Bell remarks, in a late publication in the 
Intelligencer, ‘dooms to outlawry any member 
of them, who shall give his assent to a treaty, 
ceding away any portion of the country, against 
the general sense of the nation. The same cus- 
tom makes it unlawful to inquire into or retali- 
ate the death of any chief of the tribe, who may 
have fallen a victim to it.” Jt was under this 
law of custom that McIntosh fell in 1826. Sueh 
a law isa glaring proof of the perfidious arts, by 
which the Federal Government has contrived to 
Possess itself of the lands of the natives, — 
Had Mr. Rankin been aware of these. 
would he have ventured to eulogize the conduct 
of “former administrations” on the Indian ques- 
tion? The steady policy of our government, 
while outwardly it may have conformed to the 
letter of treaties—treatias which wrung from the 


unwilling Cherokees, Creeks and Choctaws 
tract after tract of land, , 


acres——has been heartless and diabolical. 

1802 wll 1824, the United States had ob 
by negotiation, for the use of Georgia, 
the Cherokees and Creeks, 19,927 


facts, 





> 


to elevate themselves as.a.nation, and theit 


amounting to millions of | fe 


those who opposed the bill for the removal of the 
Indians.” 

Any one could have predicted the result. Ge. 
neral Jackson took. part with Georgia. Trea- 


had been covertly. The policy of the national 
government sanctioned the iniquity of the state, 
and the result is before us:—the Indians have 


the west. 


This view of the case proves,.that the policy 
of all administrations, except perhaps: that of 
Washington, has been adverse to the interests of} 


tian principle—that the policy of General Jatk- | 
son, was only a more indecent breach of 
faith, and was the natural result of the increasing 
white population, the attempt of the Cherokees 
ed determination, announced in 1824,’ to 

der no more lands;~and every candid man 
see, that had these causes been fully matured | 
der any other administration, the result wo' 
have been the same. John Quincy Ada 
would not haye risked a bloody collision of . 
deral government with a State government, nd - 


{ 


et 
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ties were now openly violated, as before they |. 


been forced from their lands, and. driven away to}. 


edness. 


slavery been attacked under former administra- 
tion as she has been attacked during the last ten 
years, she would have found as supple minis- 
ters. of her pleasure, as Jackson and Van Buren. | 
“Inthe time of these presidents (all before 
Jackson) alavery grew up, it is true, but then it 
was not so rampant asin the time of Jackson 
and Van Buren.’” 

Slavety grew up more rapidly, and with less 
disturbance under former administrations than it 
has dgne during the last ten years, because dur- 
ing this period, abolitionistshave arisen and at 
leag. checked its progress. It has beenmore vio-. 


the Indiane, in violation of good faith and Chtis- |Jent under. Jackson and: Van Buren,’’. because |"? 


during their terms it has for the first time, been 


Il} gerioysly and formidably assailed: 


“The Lord himself elects wicked men to of- 


8 | fice. He placed Nebuchadnezzar, an idolater, 
-}over all . nations. , Was he accountable for 
- >the wickedness of that ‘Prince?’ 


- Granting that Mr. Rankin's theology ie true, 


-| the Lord has filled alf the’thrones and offices’ in }:0f bis.gceat work, pays » warm trhute to the worth of our 
a tlie world.” But, fout-ffthe’ perhaps of the ru- 
s lers of the earth have been notorious for their | Women of the United States are corifined within'a uarrow 4 
e| wickedness. If, then, the providence of God 
a9 is to:be'\taken as the model | of man’s , du- 
From | 2 civil war, for the sake of protecting the rights} 
tained | of 60,000 Indians. 


ys menought, as a general rule, to place in of- 


We all know enough of the | fice those who are distinguished for their wick- 
from | weakness of the general government: and its un’ 


1200 acres! | iform compromising policy; of the habitual arro- | n 


But God is not man. "His ‘ways are 
ot man’s ways. The rules by which he gov- 





women occupying a loftier_position: (that is, of moral in- 


singular p 
ouht mainly to be attr 
periorily of their women. 


that.our views on the subject.of political action, 
have undergone no change, except. on one point 
—the policy of separate nominations. Against 
this policy, we ‘were never formally committed, : 


anced its adoption. The change in our views 
on this point, commenced last spring, before our | 
anniversary, and by that time. we.had_ come to 
the conclusion, that it was a... measare: which 

should be left to the untrammelled diseretion of } 
abolitionists,— that it might’be proper or impro- | 
per according to circumstances. “ow, as'3 ge- 
neral rule, the policy of separate nominations, 
lees there be at the time candidates in nomin- |. 
ation, entirely unexceptionable. to abolitionists, |. 
appears to us to be the sound policy...’ -; 
Thie, we repeat, is the principal change that 








American Women.—-De! Tocqueville, in: the.eacond part 


country-women, He thus concludes his remarks: “As 


‘for myself, I do not hesitate to avow that, ‘although the | #4 i advance, 


cirele of domiestc life—~and their situation is in some. re- 
Spects, one of extream dependance, I have no where seen 


but, we. distrusted its efficacy and discounten-|* 
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fluence,) and if! were usked, now that [ sm drawing to]” 
a close of this work, in which I have spoken of #o many 
important things done-by the Americans, to. what. the 
rosterity and grown strength of that people. . 
‘ibuted, I should jeply—-fe the au- 
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ss ( Coikinata' from First Page.) 

“Thou shalt noe? ‘a'Strariger' nor opptess him.” 
bho dam af that’ Aimetiéan slaver¥ is HOt Sppréssion? 
ag. Ife indster nihimed his® serVaint, ‘sinbte out his eye, 

“br Ris 460th, that servant 4vas’ ‘tiitnelttately free 
89)CAn' ‘uncireuthcised stranger or‘ ojo of the 
priest or p hired serait tonld not éat-of" the’ holything, 
Wht'a bought seryant’ had ‘this privilege and ofie botn in 
the priest’ 's house. ‘This distinction ‘ shows: that ‘a bought 
servant was as onc of the master” s fainily. 

4. The chastity of bond maids was protected by law— 

“Alas! for American virtue! there are no laws_ to encour- 
“age or protect chastity;among female slaves! 

5. There was one law that gave full security to ser- 
vants'against/all tyranny—“Thou shalt not, deliver unto 
his master the servant which is escaped from his master 
~untg. thee; be shall dwell with thee, even among you in 
that plaeeswhich ,he shalichopse'vin one: of thy., gates 
where itdiketh: him best; tho shalt'not oppress, him,” 
What.law could have heen better calculated’ to. make ‘a 
servant easy: and comfortabie iv bis bondage? “The, mo- 
‘ment’ the master*dared* to/oppress,” flight” would deliver 
hith from his oppresaor’s hands.» Every house in the land 
was forthé fugitivesa hovise oft refeze-—and ‘his fortress, 
What waite biome of slavéry “in this country “should 
such a law be’ passed and‘ enforeed?’ Slavery Wwouk? at 
once be'a very diffétent thing from What® it is, ‘o# masters 
Would soon be left'to till their ‘own soil. 

Sich was thé Mosaic law on the subject of slavery 
Ts there any analogy between it and’ the slavery in our 
southern states? In this exposition I feel confident Ihave 
wrested no passage from its proper meaning to suit my 
-abolition sentiments, _No, one who carefully examines 
it, with a tender.conscience anxioys:to do what is right let 
the sactifice and self-denial, be what they may, can, it ap- 
spears to me, satisfy himself that the Mosaic law justifies 

lor.even . éxtenuates American, slayery.’ But even that 
law. was nbt, such as ought to be,, according -to the strict 
pritiviples of. righteousness and benevoléncé the model. for 
wchristiampéople ‘im this! land, priding herself on‘her lib- 
erty,and independence. If thé slavery*that: was ‘allowed 
SHOne the Jews is tobe’ regatdéd as an effective argu- 
‘merit ‘for slavery in alt ages and under all: governments, 
how easy would it be from the Mosaic laws to justify g- 
gressive wars? “And let this principle be’ once ‘established, 
and how sooiv Would batbarism be exterminated by the 


But 


more barbarous sword of civilized, christianized _ nations! 

» What, may, have been proper under a Theocracy and in 
the peculiar.relation in which, the ‘Jewish nation stood to 
the other rations of the earth ouwht tot. to be regatded as 
-of moral fotce’ in other cireumstances and ‘whder’a more 
enlightened dispensation, Ti is'in’ this way that we often 
deceive ourselves and.lay, the foundation for mischievous 
errors, 

Richard Watson, the Adthor’of the Theological Insti- 
tutes says, “Since the legislator was in fact God, whose 
right to dispose of his creatures cannot be questioned, and 
since also the nations neighboring to the Jews were un- 
der a malediction Decause of their “idolatries, the Jewish 
law can be no rule to a christian State; and all arguments 
odxawn.trom_it.in favor of perpetual slavery, suppose that 
a mere earthly legislature, is,invested with the power and 
prerogatives of the Divine Legislator of the Jews, which 
of course,yitiates the whole reasoning.” —p. 402... 

Our Saviour himself allowed that the law of Moses was 
not incevery respect such as. was consistent with natural 
or original propriety.--When it was asked why-: Moses 
permitted a man to put away liis wife, Jesus replied, that 
Moses for the hardness.of their hearts suffered it, but in 
the’ beginning: it was atotso. -X-do not therefore feel at 
liberty to take the national’ tode of the Hebrewsus'a suf- 

ficient sangtion of éven that mild’ form of slavery which 
obtained among them to adoptit in this christian age and 
under our republican governnient. iow mucli less justi- 
fication must it be of our American system'so vitiated in 
its origin and a thousand times more oppressive in its’ ‘op- 
eratious!.. “Every slavcholder.in these United States ought 
to blush when he reads the law-of :Moses at;'the contrast 
between the oppressive system he upholds and the mild 
servitude allowed by that law, 

I can find nothing furtherin the Old Testament to.vary 
out views on this subject, or to iniduce’ any doubt of the 

“correctness of the exposition I have given of the law of 
~ Moses.:., tis supposed by somethat Moses was tite author 
-6f thé Book 6f Joli, aud from it therefore we migitt infer 
“what was considered as equitable in'the treatment of ser- 
vauits.” Job is represented as saying, “If I did despise the 
‘cause of my mau-servant or of my maid-servant, when 
they contendedswith me; whatithen shall Isdo when Gol , 
riseth wp? and when he-visiteth whut/sball Panswer him? | 
Did Tot he that nade nie in the womb make‘him? and did 
snot one fashion usin ihe. W ramb?”, . Here the, right of the 
Servaiit $0 contend with his master isclearly aduntied;.and 
their original or. natural equility is alsd evidently admit- 
ted. Did Job employ these servants without pay ing them 
“wages! Hear what he says?,“If my land cry against me, 
or" “that the furrows likewise thercof complain; if Ihave 
@aten ‘the’ fruits thereof without» thoney; r have caused 
“fife owpers thezeof to lose theit lives; let thistlés etow ‘in- 
agtcad of wheat or cockles.instead of batley.”” According 
‘to thé Jewish interpreters Jazhi and Bar Taemach the til- 
lers of the land, are here designed, as to whoth this money 
rightfully belorged—and the” benevolence of Job is fur- 

thes noticed-where he exults i in ‘the idea that i in’ thé grave 

; Abe servantris tree from his master,’ , 

, In Teremirh xxiv, 8=17, we’ learn that “contrary to 
“Mases" law the leraclites caused the Hebrew “servants and 
the handmaids whom they | had. let go.free, to return and 
’ brought them into -subjection for:servants »and for hand- 
inaids.” : This aroused the anger of’ the Lord, and ‘he thus‘ 
“sgeverely reproached, and condemied, thert;— “Ye have. not 
_thesttkened > unte,me, in proclaiming liberty every one to 
his ‘brother, andevery man to-lis neighbor: behold J pro- 
“tain. alibett? for you, saith the Lord, to the sword, to the 
‘pestilence and, to the famine;, and” I will make you to be 
removed: into all the kingdoms of the earth.” . Bhis pas-, 
‘Sage detlares loudly: God's’ disapprobation. of slagery:a- 
mong ‘prethren, and to my'mind if'preves’ clearly that’ a 
christian 4 ought not. to ‘hold his Hehe, ‘christian i in“bon- 
dage even if. it prove no. ; omore, 4 for, Surely if, the natural ’ 
seed of Abraham were undewilignion to secure the free-. 


dom’6f their oven péopley hié spititua! seed cannot claim | 
christian brethren. |, 


a right to the, perpetual Service of their 
But it appears to’ me to’be still’ méré applicable to our- | 
solved? "Those Who ate born in this country are our dount | 


“Yiymen. It'¥s' true we. usually speak of ourselves as. of 


the Atizlo Saxon Stock; "but hi'truth-we'are'w mixed peo- | 


‘plé und oiir country is "Oper 'ta ‘any people on'the fave’ of 
“HE Gare Ania Why slisdld’ not “tho descendants of At 
ricans born in our land be our countrymen! aswell as ‘of 
“ahy’ diér"“nétion? > They ‘are our » countrymen or-they 
*Havd ho” Gdtintry Bt wll, for Africa can rioomore be siid to 
be their country than Europe is our country. ‘Those who 


|| there is any thing in it to satisfy a soulionging to dovthe 


_ }'stractions of God’s word, * 


‘word | dottlewse?, used ‘to’ express: the serviee of ai He- 


‘Saviour justified it. 


Such, my"bretliten, is the testimoiiy of tha’ Old Testi 
ment on the subject of’ slavery. ° Can’ you /candidly: ‘say 


will of his God, and anxious to,be., just,and -bayning-with 
benev olence towards his fellowemen, . to continue the. ad- 
vocate or the upholder of American slav very? A superti- 
‘cial observ ation may lead | to the belief that the Bible sanc- 
‘tions slav ery, and one is cusily déceived when’ ‘his daily 
education‘and hubits ‘retder lifin Yable'to erroneous ¢on- 
But if ‘he ‘will 'penetrato  be- 
low the surface he will say. with Sodlomon,. I got: me ser- 
vants and, maidens and had ‘servants born.in my house,” 
“" )* * “and behold all, was vanity and vexation 
of spirit, ahd there was no profit under the sun.” 

I think I have made j it clear that there is nething in the 
Old Testament to sanction that form of service which we 
have at the South. We shall ‘now see'if ‘there "We in the 
New Testament ariy thing in justification of it. 

Our Saviour frequently used the word servant, 4 trans- 
lation of the Greek word doulos, and it is affirmed 
by the advocates of slavery that this word was significant f 
of the most absolitte slavery. But Ithink T can make it 
‘eviderit’ that doiclos » is: ‘néally ‘a genetic ‘term: which 
includes ae of any ‘sort either —— or involun- 
tary. 
I will not deny that it means there, even any sreleolate 
and involuntary slave, but I do deny that the New Tes- 


’ 


Our Saviour 
Gata the vegies of Heaaen to.a king taking account 
of his (douloon_), servants. One of these seryants owed 
him ten thousand talents, and could not pay it, and his 
Jord ordered him to be sold and his'wife anil children, 
and payment to be made. Here it is very plain the” man 
was nothing more than the subject of a king, although he 
was a doulos, or servant,—from the fact first, that he was 
in debt to his lord, and secondly, was ordered.to be sold 
into bondage; and thirdly, it is further related that this 
servant had his fellow-servant who was indebted to him 
cast into prison. Now there is nothing in all’ this to lim- 
it the term doulos to the idea of an involuntary” slave. 
Again the same word is ‘used when” Jesus: Christ!s disci- 
plés are called his servants—in which case of ‘course it is 
voluntary service. Again—“whosoever will be, chief a- 
mong you. Jet him be your servant” (doulos_). “For 
we preach not ourselves but Christ Jesus the ‘Lord; and 
ourselves your servants (doulous_) for Jesus’ sake.” 
“Paul and Timotheus the servants (dothoi_) of Jesus 
Christ.”" Again, on referring to the Septuagint I find the 


brew bound for only: six years; and also the word. .doulai, 
These references, make it-obvious that the word doulos is 
a general term applieable to any one who is bound,to ano- 
ther from the subject of a king down to a servant whose 
term of service is limited to the shortest period—and it 
may be either a voluntary or involuntary relation. 

Now f think T can shew that’ our Saviour ‘had in his 
mind when he alluded to servants in addressing the Jews, 
not a: perpetual servitude, but one of a limited period. 
When the Jews said, “we ua Abraham's seed and ‘were 
never in bondage to any man,” in his reply he said, “the 
servant — not in the house forever, but the Son abi- 
deth ever.” Dr. Gill says “the allusion is to the case of 
servants in common.” 

“Even a Hebrew servant that foved his master and 
would not go out free’ at the ‘end Of his servitude; and 
who after haying his ear bored is said to sérye him forev- 
er, yet that forever was: but till the year of Jubilee, whe- 
ther near or remote as the Jewish commentators in gene- 
ral explain it; nay if his master died before that time, he 
went out free; he was not obliged to serve his son or 
heirs.” Here then is ¢learly'an instance in the N. Tes- 
tament of the use of the word doulos, in application to 
servitude for a limited period. “Let us. not. then ._presume 
to say that wheresoever the word servant or servants oc- 
curs in the New Testament, the sacred writer limits it to 
such as are in a state of perpetual involuntary slavery. 

I have said that our Saviour frequently used the word 
servant, and I will add that it occurs upwards of 100 
times in the New Testament. It is applied to Christ, to 
Moses, and to the prophets—to the Apostles, to Christians 
and to sinners, and perhaps as many as 70 times to per- 
sons in secular servitude of different degrees and kinds. 
And this general application of it to so many different >} 
classes of persons ought to satisfy any candid mind that | 
the word servant (orin the Greek, doulos) is not res- 
tricted tothe idea of slave in the American’ sense-of the 
term. Besides, if it be'thus restricted, then the ‘sacred 
writers have failed toenjoin upon Lired servants the duties 
of such domestic relation. "Fhey have given directions 
how the servants at the South shuld conduct themselves, 
but have prescribed no duties for sérvants at the North, in 
Encland, and in® offier’ countries where slavery does not 
exist. Can'weé beli€ve such was'the design of the'sacred 
writers! But I think I’ need’ nét dwell upon this’ point 
any longer, for T trust the reader of this, is not so unrea- 
sonable as to require further criticism to prove ame is 
already coneltsive. 
Having premised ‘thus miich on the signification of the:}. 
word servant as used in the ‘New ‘Testament, let'ts now 
inquire what instruction that sacred book gives pon the 
subject under consideration. 

I presume no.anecan have the bardihood to assert that, 
Jesus Christ, said any, thing in fayorof slavery. All that 
is.contended by the hardiest advocate of siavery is that he 
said nothing against it, and therefore he infers tliat the 


.bordination and obedience on the Part of servants, bond 





‘With thelr ‘spititj/anid’ cain “ive ‘thei’ Gag, <P Hébe ta sta 
‘wrong, ho #in din holding our fellow-men ‘against “hicir will’ 
in. perpetuakbouiage’’?! “I will havomerey” saya Christ 
“and not sacrifice.” “Neither be, ye, galled , ae 
“AML ye arg brethren.” « “ake heed that Rh pige not 
one of these, lite} gues. » «With whe sine ye 
judge, ye shat h he Judged. ok “Blessed are 4 erciful.’ a 

‘Speaking ofa Gatlin clas ‘Foals saya" ‘ag aCe 

burdens arid prievotis torhe: hortie, ‘aid ! 

shoulders, but they: themselves will hét move 

one of their fingers. ” The principles which, 

ings involve | are as diametrically opposite to’ the ' ir ple. 
of Slavery as any thing caft'be; and if carried out in ptae- 

tice would be ‘accomplishing literally . what Jesus Christ 
said-hé came to do. . “He hath sent me,” says Jesus, “to 

heal.the. broken-hearted, to preach, deliverance to the cap~ 

tives, and recovering of sight to the blind, to set at liberty 

them that are bruised.” And surely when the object for 

which Jesus carne into the World shall” be fally accom. 

plished; ‘theré ‘will ‘then be ‘ino’ broken! ‘Hearts, no bruised 

‘bodies, no captives. It may be said that this language ‘is 

‘figurative; but what of this?., The figure is. drawn’ from 

human. misery, and isa clear intimation that deliverance 

from captivity is a desirable good. Would such a figure 

have been. appropriate if. captivity ‘or slavery were a bles- 

sing? Certainly Hot. "And 16 my mind’ it is clear that 

if we love’ our ‘neighbor as ourselves we shill not like the 

Priest and the Levite, pass by oni the other side, when we 

can deliver him. from the:-house of bondage, but like the 

good, Samaritan, wiJl,use our means or our influenee to 

secure to him the blessings. of, Jiberty, 


Tux Brisres. 

T now pass on to the examination of the Epistles.—- 
And here are those passages which directly refer to a cen- 
dition of servitude, 

‘1 Cor.‘vii. 21. “Let every man abidéin the same call- 
ing wherein he was called. Art thow called being @ ser- 
vant! care not for it; but if thou mayest. be made free, use 
it rather, For he that is culled in the Lord being a ser- 
vantis the Lord’s free man: likewise also he that is called 
being‘free is Christ’s servant. Ye are bought with a 
price, be ye not the servants of mén.”: 

Ephesians, vi. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9. “ “Servants) be obedient'to 
them that are your masters according’ to the flesh, with 
fear and trembling,.in singleness of heart, as unto Christ, 
not with eye-service as men pleasers; but as the servants 
of Christ, doing the will of God from the heart, with good 
will doing service, as to the Lord, and not to men : knowing 
that whatsoever good thing any man doeth, the same sHall 
he receive of the Lord; whether he be bond or free.’ And 
ye Masters do thé sameéthings unto them; forbearing threa- 
tening: knowing that, your Master also is in Heaven; _nei- 
ther is there respect of persons with him,” 

Co). iti, 22, 23, 24, 25. “Servants obey in all 
things your Masters according to the flesh, not with eye- 
service as men-pleasers; but in singleness of heart fear- 
ing ‘God; and whatsoever ye do, do it heartily, as to the 
Lord and not unto men; knowing that of the Lord ye 
shall receive the reward of the Inheritance; for ye serve 
the Lord Christ. . But he that doeth wrong; shall receive 
for the wrong, that he hath done: and there is no respect 
of persons, Masters, give unto your servants that which 
is just and equal; knowing that ye also have a master in 
Heaven.” 

Titus, ii. 9. “Exhort'servants to be obedient unto their 
own Masters, and to please them’ well in all things; not 
answering again: not purloining, but showing all good 
fidelity; thatthey. may adorn the doctrine of God our Sa- 
viour in all things.” 

1 Tim. vi. J, 2. 
the yoke, count their own masters worthy of all honor, 
that the name of God and his doctrine be not blasphemed. 
And they that have believing masters, let them not despise 
them, becatise they are brethren; but rather ‘ do ‘them kber- 
vice, because. they are faithful and beloved, partakers of 
the benefit.” 

1 Peter, ii. 18,19; 20, “Servants, be. subject to your 
masters with all fear; not only to the good ond gentle, but 
also to the froward. For this is thank worthy, if a man- 
for conscience toward God, endure grief, suffering wrong- 
fully. For what glory is it, if when ye be buffetted for 
your faults, ye shall take it patiently? but if’ when ye do 
} well, arid suffer for it, ye take it patiently, this is accepta- 
| ble with God.” 

In addition to these is the Epistle to Philemon, which 
the reader can peruse for himself, 


av, -1. 


“Let as many servants as are under 


I freely admit that the Epistles inculcate a spirit of su- 


as well as hired. This is but carrying out the principle 
a down by our Savior in the words, “resist not eyjl,’”’ 

‘atid whosoever shall compel thee to go’ a mile go with 
him twain.” But surely this recommendation to’ ser- 
vants is nbysanction of slavery, any more than the recom- 
mendation to turn the other cheek. to the smiter, is an ap- 
proval of the assault, But it is said believers are spoken 
| of by St. Paul as owning slaves; let this be admitted, and 
still two things have to be proved, or the argument loses 
“its force. It must be ptoved that these servants had been 
bound without ‘their consent, and if this be proved it 
must also be proved that their masters did not, when they 
became christians, relinquish their right to.them as slaves, 
and oniy, retain them afterwards asservants, ta whom they 
paid wages. _, Besides it ought tobe remembered that ap- 
prentices are bound servants, and though the bondage 
may be for a limited period, the’ passages quoted are fully | 





But how easy it would be to destroy 
‘the character of the gospel, if such” an inferente be'a'le- | 
gitimate one. Ttiat he made use of the relation-of master 
and servant to. illustrate his’ doctrmes. and. that without 
teprobating slavery 1s true, But it _is equally true of | 
ather,things. He illustrated his positions by reference to 
wine, and even drunkenness, and yet where did he con- 
demn the drunkard? He indeed said one or ‘two things 
from which we, might.infer, that drunkenness is wrong; 
but so did-he say some things as I shall hereafter show, 
from which the inference may properly be drawn that’ 
slavery is wrong. Again, where did he say’ any thing ‘a- 
| gainst having more wives than one? “ He repeatedly allu- 
ded ‘to the marriage relation,and we know that. polygamy 
was very common-~yet not one word does he say against | 
it. -- The subject,of, the Sabbath, was brought to his notice. 
—Did he say one.word in favor of keeping it? And will 
you al allow the Sabbath breaker to quote our, Saviour’ S sk 
lenee i in : his defence, ‘and to justify its desecration? 


‘No inference can be made in favor of slavery from the | 
fact that < our Lord aid hot “directly condemn it. ~ With'as 
intich’ propriety’ rifight'we inifer that he ‘designed’ to sup- 
port’injastics, when he commended . the forethought ‘of | 
the unjust stewart. - And did he design fo.approve of, the 
4ribute levied upon. the, Jewish nation by a foreign power 
when he said “Render unto Cesar the things that be Cx- 
‘sar’s””! ‘Did he design | to sanction, violefice when he said, 
“¢When thou art smitten on one cheek turn ‘the ‘other ‘al-- 


} 





_daebein hefe dre redlly‘our brethren, our American Mreth- 

| 92h,” afd "we have /no More, reason toy presume that God 

_'¢#il apptove of! our miling them slavesithait he approved 
of the Set s forcing: their bretlrren into bondages) +. 

“© PAB CIdoe tik CxtintnAGOA SF the Old*Testanient by 
* ghofing ‘Moke! "Peniatkable ‘Woftls Of the® Lord in * Isaiah, , 
viii. 6.—"f8 dot {iis thefast” that I have chosen? ‘to’! 

° ne! Wawa OF “wickelinesd’ te undo the heavy burdens, an 

to let the oppressed go free, and that yebreak every yoke! 

es stoma _Lseppecapitt of the ‘LordGod is‘upon 

; because the Lord hath anointed*nie to preach 
- resi witté the nfeck; ‘he “hath! sent ‘me‘to bind: up thé 
broken-hearted, to proclaim liberty tothe eaptives, ‘and thi 
opening of ibe) pijeon.fo Dhom Gag arg, pried.” Ai 
also the words of, Jeremiah xxii.) 3., “Deliver the spoile¢ 
out ofetheh@nd of the oppresser.”,,; And the 13th verse, 
“wo writo him that buildeth his house by untightédusness, 
and his chambers by wrong; that useth His’ neighbor’ s ser- 

vice without wages, and giveth him nof for his work, id 


e 





I | to°céase. 
i} 


so"? From thése things, it becomes obvious that slavery - 


said nothing @gaingt it. . Butthoughohesaid mothing: a 
-gainst it.directly, he promulgated principles which most 
-surely lead to;the destruction of PlOvEE yen ley cre sied 
«Jesus Clirist taught his disciples to pray, “Phy kingdom 


come; thy: willbe done i in earth ag it is in Heaven,” Are] 
edness in-Héaven? There are voluntary servants 


4 
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~ 
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Be it ve hn 
ibe, prayer, W e offer for the establishment’ of, God's. fing- 


dom. and will on. easth. as. in. Heaxen, is really, Sod: 
ys of —_——_ ener * it oa sin 
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v 


1 ‘aie 


Again, Jesus, Christ said, Whee ye oer ‘bak 


mep should do.to.you.do ye,even, so.to them.” This: 
prayerand this precept‘Jesus taught in his sermon on the 
‘mount. ‘But let ws'read with tare all’ ‘that ‘sermon, ‘and 


| such, but pa id them wages. 


eannot'be Vifidicated on the mere groiid that ofr. Saviour | 


‘there, thesetvanteof "Gort and: the servants of:ore:anoth-, 
iB tNere slaves! | WE kildyy! tHiere He 186 hd 


applicable to such bondage, and iiéed not be made to sig- 
nify ‘any thing moré: And as the case of Onesimus is 
regarved the strong point in the argument, we need only 
an wnprej diced examination of that, to. be satisfied that 
the hondage referred .to was very different from the sla- 
very supported in, the United States, _ St. Paul says to. 
Philemon that he migiit have enjoined upon him that 
which is convenient, but he prefers to beseech him for 
Onesimus. And what does he beseech ‘him to do?, 
Why, to receive him, not now as a servant ‘but above.a 
servant, a‘brother beloved. Could Paul have said: res- 
pgéting an absolute slave, if he oweth thee ought-put 
that to-mine account; I, Paul have written it with. mine 
hand, I, will repay.it? . And what, finally became of One- 
simps? . Instead of being held in _bondage by Philemon, 
we find him ‘subsequently accompanying Tychichus with 
‘aletter to the Colossian church’ from St: Paul, from which 
‘YPie ovidént tHAE after hé refuirnéd 40° eg re ‘he*eame 
back td Romé'to-mifiistér t6St. Raub. os) n° 
“herd /are ‘reasons to ‘believe that the slpéathe had no 
oécasion to address themselves to -Chaistians to manumit. 
The presumption is, that, the early Chris-4 
4ians were ready to-admit the right of the slates they had 


a 
Id previously,, to liberty. and no Jonger coed them as 
pile Mt ‘When the first church was 


formed, ‘Chrisfians. had ‘all *hhings’ common. OF course, 
theth’ could have ‘Béeii “‘notie’ ‘retained ‘in’ Bavery, “Paul 
tg the Phessaléfiians says,'*study to’ besquiet and to do! 


their slaves. 


ther should he eat,” . This language indicates that all had. 
to work, Indeed it, is to. be presumed, that very: of the, 
‘early converts were ‘masters of ‘sl ves. Kgl fool 
its way, to the heatts of ‘fe poo r obit St ind rather Ser-" 
vants thidn ‘masters. “And 





e few’ Who Were 'niastérs bee” 
fore their conversiet? in’ all probability no ‘longerrelai 

asin vightthein fornier; dlavés, yefvit is' equally ; probable, 
they eniitned in theirjseryieg, , And this, presumption 
rendered the more Jikely, fram the language,in 1 bk vie) 
1,,2. In the first verse abgolute slaves are dressed 

the terms “under the 4 yoke, ani 
| masters, that they ray ‘not giv Any one décasionto blag’ 
Ppheme'God ard his doctriné. “Why shold’ not this*ex- | 
hortation have sufficed likewise for the servants of be.) 
Jievers.if, they also, were still kept under the yoke? Yet 
the Apostle in the next, verse addresses them particularly, | 





all Christ's précépts—let our hearts be deeply imbued 





they who have neve 
nade free! WeitBor) give to the laborer'the wages 
of his toig I stion, if there be any thing ‘n 


‘have despised the ’ poor. 


‘| the royal ‘taw*eceording to ‘the oseriptare. »T Hou" shalt 
love thy »neighbor as thyself, ye dowel; b but if ye have,|. ‘Cincinnati, March 30° 1840.—A6. 


4your ‘own ‘business, and ‘to:work with your own, hands;” | 
and ogain)he: commanded, ‘if any would not, work, nei- |,» 


a exhorted to honor their |; 


might’ be' disposed ' to Teavé ‘thelt ‘old *#naster’s” service,’ as 
brethren‘in ‘Ohristianity/could not! ¢lainy it.» .Bhis ided is 
confirmed, | by the» original language. . In the Greek the | 
particle de, is the word, translated “and,” , But this pare 
ticle ig. an adversative conjunction, and i is ordinarily rele 
dered, but. “But the that have believing masters Tet 
| them not despise’ uti mis péeauisé Sex ate’ ‘Brethren; but) 
‘rather G6 therh Setvite; because ‘they ‘ate “fai¢hful and be-! 


| loved, pattakera of the bendht.”” “Pho” setvaty-kebe un- 


the. yoke: by unbelieving masters must ‘honor. their 
8 forthe ‘sake. of God and his. doctrine, butthey 
who having believing masters, and are no longer held forci- 


bly under’ the yoke, or those who are mere hired servants, 


let them not despise or disregard their masters, but’ do 
tiem “service on this very account. Their “mastets are’ 
faithful’ and beloved, ‘md therefore let thent partake the 
benefit of their services, I-do notisay this is certainly the 


proper interprepation of this contested passage; yet assur- |; 


edly,it is not.a forced construction. And ,it is sufficient 
that, it will bear such a construction without violating the 
laws of just criticism. It is enough that ho one can cer- 
tainly ‘deny this to be the meanilig of the ‘Apostle. ” 

But again thete must Have been a difficulty ariost next 
to an‘impossibility for Christians “during the time of the 
Apostles, to have manumitted their slaves by a legal form. 
The Roman, laws abridged, very,much the power of mas- 
ters to,manumit, To have legally emancipated his slaves 
the master must have applied to. the civil authorities, 
The very proposition would have exposed a Christian in 
the midst of heathens, jealous of théir religion and their 
civil institutions,'to- the ‘most’ imminent’ danger. ‘The 
probability must therefore “have been; that’ slaves were 
only tacitly allowed their liberty by their Christian mas- 
ters. . In this.state of things, the exhortation ofthe, Apos- 
tle to such servants must have been peculiarly appro- 
priate. ; 

So inuch to meet what is claimed of the Epistles in fa- 
vor of slavery, But did the Apostle teach nothing ad- 
verse to slavery ? Weré they rie silent on the sub- 
of human liberty? 

T shall show that the Apostle did say enough to teach 
that to hold men in perpetual bondage without 
theirconsent issin. In'l-Cor, vii. 21, we have this 
language, “Art thou called being: :a servant?» Care not 
for it; but if thou mayest be made: free use it rathet.”— 
Is it not the first impression, gn reading this passage, that 
freedom, is regarded by the Apostle as desirable; and is 
he not recommending to the servant to be contented 
with a condition that is not in itself desirable? Tam a- 
ware that an ingenious construction may make this pas- 


sage subserve the purposes of the advocate of slavery.— |c 


But I repeat that the'common sense impression is that 


freedom is a better‘state than slavery, and that the — ser- 


vant had-better receive his freedom if it be offered to him, 
Besdes in the succeeding | verses, thosei christians who 


were already free, are forbid entering into a state of ser- 
vitude—“Be not yethe servants of men.” 
Apostle indirectly recommends to a benevolent man the 
manumission of his slave. 
Christians odght to adopt measures to‘elevate the slaves 
to that more desirable state ? 
must do good to all.men ? 
concile it ta themselves to perpetuate by. legislation, a 
system of slavery, and prevent alarge portion of their 


Thus the 
Does it not follow that 


Is it not the law that we 
How then can Christians re- 


fellow-men from ever enjoying the blessings of freedom? 
“Since” says Watson in his Theological Institutes “every 
christian slave is enjoined by apostolic authority to 
choose freedom, when it is’ ‘possible to obtain it, as be- 
ing a better state, and more befitting a Christian man, 
sois every Christian Master bound, by the princi- 
ple of loving his neigbor, and more especially his broth- 
erin Christ,.as himself, to promate his passing into that 
better and more christian state’—page 402 

But that the Apostle Paul regarded slavery origi- 
nating asit has done in the United States, a crime in the 
sight of God, is evident from his saying that the law is 
made for “men stealers.”’ Now: I know not how the 
‘Apostle could express himself more decidedly against in- 
volantary servitude than by calling the originators of it 
‘‘men-stealers”., Grotius a writer of the 17th century 
says ‘‘Those. are men-stealers who abduct, keep, sell or 
buy slaves or freemen”—@ec qinti-slavery manual 
page 136.) If it be criminal in rigin® if slavety 
have its commencement iene Sy y what pro- 
cess of reasoning can we ft; Perpetuity? Sup- 
pose instead of ‘men vol m Geir country, it be, 
horses stolen from their owne®, Has a man who buys 
a stolen horse a right to that horse, and especially when 
he has every reason to believe the horse was stolen ?—Is 
it not a true maxim, that the receiver is as bad as the 
thief? And will it make the case any less a wrong, to 
receive the foal of ‘a:stolen horse? Is not the true own- 
er entitled not only to his original stock, but all the issue? 
Do not heirs require the slave and their issue; when en- 
tailed servants-have been transferred by an unlawful sale? 
By what means then can a moral title be given,to the men 
whose fathers. were.stolen from their native land? Can 
a legislator doa wrong, and make that moral which be- 
fore was theft? Suppose the Legislature pass a law that 
men shali have two wives, or women two husbands ata 
time, can this law make polygamy morally right?!— 
Will any one be justified after it in the practice which it 
upho'ds?) ‘Surely:not, Neither can stolen men iever be- 
come rightful property,, And hence,when St. Paul. con- | 
demn men- -stealers, it isa condemnation of all inyolun- 
tary s rvitgde of Innocent persons. 

And he NPG igg asters give unto your ser-| 
vants that hit Jtige a wal,’ *'Isitnot’ just that 

to'their slavery should be 


the whole Bible as pm as this against polygamy? Is 
there any thing in the Bible as direct as this against 
gambling! And why are we more ‘ready to admit that 
polygamy and gambling aré —_ spe to admit that sla- 
very is a sin? 

Finally; listén to the Epistle of James, and compare the 
spirit of slavery. with the ‘spirit of these precepts. “<Hear- 
ken; my beloved brethren, hath’ not-God -chosen the poor 
of this world, rich in faith and heirs of the kingdom 
which he hath promised to them that love him? Butye | 
“Do not rich men op feds. you, |” 


and draw you Before’ the judgment’ seats? vy? “ft ye fulfil 


respect to! persons; Ye; commit sin, and, are. convicted of. 
the law, as transgressors.” “So. speak ye. and so do, as 

they. that, shall.t be judged by 
shall have judgment without m 
mercy; and mercy rejoiceth against judgmeitt.” 


ercy, ‘that hath showed no’ 


shall! come*upon! you: z “Behold; the hirasofty our labor- 
ers. who: have: reaped: down; yous fields, which; is of ‘you 
back, by. fread, veiett; and, the cries @F them which 
ve qrerey ® entered intg the ears of 
; hue have I Sul brought fig sht what is to be fou nd 
4d] the Scriptures on he subject 0 ‘éervitude—and | 
ih ducittsiiiGl T WoAld ibe “date W's itd ‘cp. 
teach that! God “approves of “Améri¢an’ sslavery—I 
feel it{t0 ibe blasphemy: against the God of heaven j.immed) 
euch Jari,inyestigation'te continne to assert God's ap- |, 
al of. such: srinen of. RETA and, outrage npon |, 
t tural ri Palak salt si is impossible that the God 
onion, "however h is is providence a allow slave- 
to exist ‘améng "le We Cad ‘that they’ mifht' be {he in- |! 
nents df punishment to one “ahother, cahsanetion it 


A 
' 


Much ‘more improbable is it that this God of grace 
of the professed fallowers of the 


ither: 


and love should approve 


)Stvexta St 


5 oe 
the Jaw of.liberty,.. For he 


ra 
et 


now yé tich‘men; ‘Weep afi’ How! ‘for your iniveriés that | 


the Lord of Sa-} 


To 
r 


a’ thing tight in itself that offe man should enslave ario- |: 


the ‘Bible, cannot so cimprové ‘their ‘minds as’ to} elevate 
their ‘spiritual ;and .mordl character—cannot, oak , Upon 
their wives.and their children as their own— but are obli 

ed_to remain in a state, of physical, intellectual and cae” 
degradation—Oh! Is this Christianity?’ ‘Is this “the be- 
nign, the ‘merciful réligion which Jesas’ St cathe tp 
establish in the éatthtOhf may’ my tongue leave td the | « 


‘approves ‘A nierican slavery.— A 

That those who may tead. this may. not Paresh me as! 
mere fanatic, carried away, by the spirit of “modern abo- 
litionism”’ into a false interpretation of the word of God, I} 


kthd,''to shew in what light: slavery has’ been held’ by 
‘the greatest divines; philosophers ‘and statesmen the world 
has ever emai 


Orrxiuxs or: Drvinzs. « : 
Ezra Styles— President of Yale. College 1791—“AE 
rican; slaxery,i is unjust, in its pataye impolitic i In its princi- 


enterprize ‘of the citizens of those sta 


‘Samuel Hopki ins, 7762 slavetyy is is in every ‘instance, 
wrong, tnrighteous and oppressive, a very great and cry- 
ing sin; there’being nothing ofthe kind equal to it on the 
face of thg earth.) , 

ounger Edwards—President - of Union College, 
1790—“Every man who cannot show that his negro hath» 
by his voluntary conduct, forfeited his liberty, is obliga 
ted immediately to manumit him. And to hol@‘[such an 
one] in a state of slavery, is to be every day guilty of rob- 
‘bing him of his liberty, or of man stealing,” 

Jonathan Edwards--“To hold a man in a state of 
slavery, isto-be every day guilty of robbing him of his 
liberty, or of man stealing.” 

Bishop Horsley—*Slavery is injustice, which no con- 
sideration of policy can exterminate.” 

Bishop Porteus—“The christian religion is opposed to 
slavery in its spirit and in its principles.” 

Thomus Scott—-The Commentator—“Nor can a slave 
dealer keep free from this criminality, [viz: man stealing,} 
if the receiver be as bad as the thief.” 

Adim Clarke—Commentator-—“Tn ‘heathen coulttries, 

slavety'wa8 in some sort excusable; among christiatis it 
is an enormity anda crime, for which perdition has 
-scarcely an adequate state of punishment.” 
‘, John Wesley—“Liberty is the right of every human 
creature as soon as he breathes the vital air, and no human 
law can deprive him of that, which he derives from the 
law of nature.” 

Robert Hall—“The claims of the planter to hold their 
negroes in perpetual bondage is vitiated in its origin; and 
having commenced in an act of injustice, can never ac- 
quire the sanction of right,” 

Pope Leo, 2%.—“Not only the christian religion, but 
nature herself cries out against a state of slavery.” 

President Wayland—“The manner in. which the dn- 


sertion that the gospel authorizes one man to hold anoth- 
er in bondage, any more than the command to turn the 
other cheek, justifies the infliction of violence.” 

Dr. Chanring—“The man who, on hearing the claim 
to property in man, does not see and feel distinctly, that 
itis acruel usurpation, is hardly to be reached by reason- 
ing; for it is hard to find any plainer principles than what 
he begins with denying.” 


Oprnions oF PaILosopHERs anD STATESMEN. 


TOOF of my mouth if I ever again: ane ‘to - that God | Ye 


must here quote, from several Well known authors whose as 
opinions on other’ subjects Have had wéight' with’ man- {' 


ty of servants is inculcated, affords no ground for the as }, 
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PRE TP BB AY Oa HMOUSH - 
‘Soil (GEORGE: BUSTIS,, , 
Pe of Walnut:and sixth sts., 
CINGINNALL, OHIO. 


“SLAVERY, AS “IT 1S. 


hose. supply of this ‘invaldable’Wwork just received ‘at 
thie ‘Ohio ‘A fti-Slavery’ Depository-—Send in, your orders 
and keep. it circulating, 

Also, 1,000 copies “LIBERTY” at 12 1-2 per copy. 
y “October 29th, 1839, 
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"TO THE PUBLIC. | 
“The subscriber ‘feelé gtatified in being able to publish 
the following: certificates. He would just state that he 


SHOE 8, 


nstantly on hand an assortment of BOOTS and 
» of as good’ quality’ in all.respects, as the. work- 

] in the certificate below. 

JAMES. ESHELBY, 186 ‘Main st. 


»o (CERTIFICATE. 

* This is¢o Prtify that the sewed Boots, manufactured 
by James Eshelby, weregcon®idered the best work of tte 
kind ‘ethibited ‘at. the ‘second annual-Fair of the Ohio 
Mechanics’ Institute, held in June, 1839, 

oun A.‘ Wiseman, ; 
G. W, Paixies, Judges, ’ 

Jngsz O’ Nei, 
Joun P. Foor, President, 


| T, Waits, Secretary. 





pt 


aug. 16 


a 
BEDSTEADS. 


New and Important, patented, right & left wood screw 
and swelled rail beadsteads manufactured on the corner 
of Eighth and Broadway by H. Boyd, warranted to be 
the best and most convenient. bedstead ever in use. Or. 
rders for the above article, may be addressed to 
HENRY BOYD. 
26—tf, 


———-=8 








Cincinnati, Aug. 6, 1839, 


MONEY IN ENGLAND, 


Persons wishing to procure money from a of 
Egland, Wales, Ireland, and Scotland, by, re a 
their friends to remit it through their Bankers to the ae- 
count of Thomas Emery with Messrs. Baring Brothers. 
4 Co., London, can receive the cash in Cincinnati,, or 
elsewhere, if desired, as soon as advised. When "the 
money is paid to the English ‘Bankers, the names of the 
parties for whose use it is designed must be particularly 


stated, 
THOMAS EMERY, Estate 
and Money Ageént,11 East Fourth St, 


TREES. cite es 


The subscribers have on hand and will continue to re 
ceive supplies of the Morus Multicaulis which they wilk 
sell to suit purchasers. 








HEATON AND WEAVER. 
Salem, Columbiana Co, 'O. Sept. 10: 1830, 


C. DONALDSON & CO, 
IMPORTERS & DEALERS IN HARDWARE. 
CUTLERY, in allits Varieties. 

No.. 18 Main street, Cincinnati. 

N..B—A large assortment of the above goods kept 
constantly on hand, which they offer for sale, Whole- 

sale and Retail on the most favorable terms, | 484-tf, 
TO EMIGRANTS AND PURCHASERS OF 
: ‘ REAL ESTATE. 

A beautiful Country Seat with 50 acres of land ina 
high state of cultivation, six miles from town, and a short 
distance from the Harrison Turnpike, in a respectable;and- 
improving neighborhood, proverbial for its salubrity, The 
house contains 12 rooms, 2 of which are 20 by 40 feet; it 
is surrounded by a gallery 180 feetlong‘and well fitted up 
with every ohaventtnan for a genteel family. ‘Th resi- 
dence is in ix he age of a Paddock and Shrubbery, which 
communicate wit? # good Garden, The out buildings 
consist of a wood hous@: 2 co"n crib, a tenant’s house, 2 














Samuel Johnson, L. L. D—“No man is by nature 
the property of another. The rights of nature must be 
some way forfeited, before they can be justly taken 
away.” 

Edmund Burke—“Slavery is a state so improper, so 
degraded, and so ruinous to the feelings and capacities 
of human nature, that it ought not to be suffered to ex- 
ist.” 

Wilber force—“Slavery is the full measure of pure, un- 
mixed, unsophisticated wickedness; and scorning aly 
competition, or comparison, it stands without a rival in 
the — undisputed possesion of its detestable pre-em- 
inence.’ 

Charles James Fox—‘Personal freedom is a right, of 
which he who deprives a fellow creature is absolutely 
criminal in so depriving him; and which he whowith- 
holds is no less criminal in withholding.” 

William Pitt—“Slavery is a mass, a system of enor- 
mities, which incontrovertibly bids defiance to every reg- 
ulation which ingenuity can devise, or power effect, but a 
total extinction. Why ought ‘slavery to be abolished ?— 
Because?it is incurable injustice. Why is aque to 
remain for a single hour?” 

Henry. Brougham—“While men despise fraud, and 
loathe rapine,.and abhor blood, they. shall reject with in- 
dignation the wild and guilty phantasy, that man can 


hold property in man.” 
(Concluded on Second Page.) 
E i 

















Mr. Eniton:——Please cut ftom your exchange paper, 
the. Quincy ‘(Ill.) Whig; a: gratuitous testimonial of the 
genuine 'omatro medicine by Doctors Eris & N1- 
cHoLs, which appear in that paper under date March 
30. and oblige the Proprietors. 

MILES’ COMPOUND EXTRAT OF 
TOMATO. 

Having used to some extent for the year past, Miles’ 
Compound Tomato Pills, and having learned the ingre- 
dienls of which the.pills are composed, we are satisfied 
they will prove a beneficial remedy, when judiciously ad- 
| ministered, and feet safe in recommending them to the 

publicas a safe, convenieut, and useful medicine, and a 
sain substitute for Calomel. 

RICHARD EELLS, M.D. 
ADAM NICHOLS, ™. D. 
Quincy, Illinois, March 27, 1839. 18— 





MORUS MULTICAULIS FOR SALE. 


I will contract to sell, and deliver in October or Nov 
ember from. 20,000 to 30,000. Morus Multicaulis trees 
of my own growth which measure from 6 or 7 feet in 
height. ‘Ihéy are remarkably healthy and vigorous 
plants, and warranted genuine. Orders for the Southern, 
Mexican and Texian Markets shall be. immediately at- 


ded to. 
cs : ‘ THOMAS EMERY. 
No. 11 East Fourth st. Cincinnati. 


DR: ATLEE, 


1 Sirnesetlle informs bis yatexns, that: he ‘continues: 
a attend to professional, calls, at bis, residence,’ on, 
REET, a few doors West of Race Street, 





fi 





“HORACE C. “GROSVENOR, : 


) BNGRAVER, 
igs 108 ‘Main street, between 32% 4th: 
“10 9°°@Qp Stains.) 
CINCINNATI OHIO;> +5: 
“EDWARD NEVERS, 

“COPPER- PLATE PRINTER, 

. Thi street, over the Post Office. 

me "Cincinnati. 
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“BOARDING. a Resear’ 
Mns. if (formerly | of AlJton, Illi it) 
ken’ m ase em House on ct | Ee 

reat ofthe Rost, Ofiees, mire nlinieo 4 
gered to. mals re ood and yo ,accommodati ng, | 
Bab br without lodging ‘Toons; upon lew © Feason ible 


} terms.” g 10 

Her friends wil confer a fava r re her by dunia 
ing er house t to eir acquain ances, : : 
Cincinissti May V3th, 1840!" 9 


Pets Wr, PECK, Ete PLEX. 
“Wholesale ‘aid Retail Dealers in 





midaie 
“PAINTS AND WINDOW 
_ No. 19, M fain stay. 
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large barns, stables and she,*S: all built in the most sub- 

stantial manner, and in complete *@Pair. There are also. 
never failing well of excellent water, u wood cistern, and. 

orchard, and 4 or 5 perenia | springs on the farnt. 

A Deligh<ut Country Seat situated im a heaitc¥ and 
genteel neighbor,"°°4, 6 miles from town and close ta, * 
M’Adamized road, w: ith 15 acres of level, Inisds: acnew 
Frame house built. in Uo ttege style, having. &1oomes, a, 
cellar and a portico on three sx tes, There are algo.a bara, . 
a carriage house, a stable, a well ;vith a chain pump, a, 
garden and a paddock well planted With fruit and orna-.. 
mental trees, |The land is good and weil Watered with, 
springs. 

A pleasant Country Seat with 44 acres of land, situs 
ated 6 miles from town, close to the Harrison Turnpike, 
having 26 -acres in. cultivation, a new Frame Cottage 
with 5 rooms, 2 porticoes and a cellar; also a brick cis- 
tern with a chain pump, a well, and a young orchard of 
sixty choice grafted fruit trees, The land is good quality,. 
level and well watered with springs. The neighborhoot 
is salubrious and respectable, 

A fertile Parm of 75 acres, situssed. 12 miles from town, 
having 50 acres in cultivation, an orchard of 170 apple, 
peach and cherry trees, a Frame barn, a Stone spring 
house, a wagon house,.a corn crib, and 2 large Frame: 
house with 8 rooms,a hall, a porch and a cellar. The 
land consists of rich bottom, and a good upland well lo-. 
cated for tillage. 

A desirable Farm. of 178 acres, situated in Indiana, & 
miles frum the Ohio, with 75 acres im culture, an excel- 
lent Brick house with 7 rooms and a ceftas: alse = com- 
modiou, Frame barn, a; stable, « carviage house, a Stone 
milk house, an orchard, and @ superior garden which, has. 
strawberry, asparagus, rhubarb, and raspberry beds; fike- 
wise, fig, peach nectarine and quince trees. ‘Phe land is: 
very good, and wel situated for cultivation. 

A desirable Farm of 337 acres, situated 32 mites. from 
town, upon a M’Adamised road, with 160 aeres- in ealti- 
vation, a Brick house having 3:rooms and a@ eeltar;-also: 
a Frame house with 8 rooms and a cellar; bhewise 3 
Frame barns, two good orchards, an excellent garden hav-. 
ing strawberry beds, and ornamental trees; also eurrent 
and goosberry bushes, The land is rich, is well watered 
with springs, and consists of fertile bottom and good: upr. 
land. 

A Farm of 112 acres, located 7 miles from town, upom 
a good road, having 40 acres in culture, a Frame house 


a well, a garden with raspberry, currant, peach and cherry 
trees, —The land is rich and undulating. 

A desirable Farm of $200 actes, situated 35 miles from 
town, with 250 acres in cultivation, 2 orchards of 10 
acres each, of apple and peach trees; also a grist and saw 
mill, ahay press,a Stone spring ‘house, 10 Log houses, 
many springs and acreek. «The land_ is very good, ‘level 


aud woll waved while cp tego ana @ SISeBs 
is well worthy the attention of emigrants since ot tbe 
sold a great bargain. 

A good Farm of 510 acres, lecated 34 miles from town, 
upon, a State road, having 200 acres in tillage, an orchard 
of 1000 apple and peach trees, an excellent Frame barn, 
a hay press,.a Framesaw mill, many springs, several Log 
houses, 2, wells, a creek, and a valuable hop, garden with 
more than 5000 hills, The Farm is well fenced, and well . 
situated for cultivation, 


5 from Harrison, having 30 acres in culture, an orchard 
of 100 apple and pedch ‘trees, a nursery of 000 “fruit 
trees. of; various. kinds, a small house and, materials. fer a 
barn.. The land is well situated for coat? rich quality 
| dnd welt watered with springs and a creek 

A very: handsome Country Seat, situated: 5 miles:from 
town, upon a M’Adamised road with 20 acres of land, of 
10 which are in culture. “The ‘improvéments consists of 
an excellent Brick house having 10 rooms, a/hall, a porch, 


.and avery large, cellar; also a Briek barn, a carriage house, 


a spring house and a welt, The grounds are well stocked 
with ‘choice: peach, pear,’ apple, ‘phim and ‘other fruit — 
trees; also a vineyard of.Catewba, and Cape vines, which 
peace abundant. crops of fe pes, that yield choice wi 
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with 5 rooms,-a cellar and 2 porches; aleo a Frame barn, ~ 
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A cheap Farm of 156 acres, 26. miles fiom. town,:and ~ 
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